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To the PUBLIC. 


PEFORE, and fince, the ſubject of 
the Tef Laws was under the diſcuſ- 
fion of Parliament, in 1789, ſeveral po- 
pular writers, in the diſſenting intereſt, 
have renewed the ridiculous and abſurd 
cant of their ante, in the laſt century, 
and publicly declared that among their 
people it is ſtill conſidered as finful to 
hold any religious communion with the 
Church of England. Like their fathers 
of Hudibraſtic memory, they accuſe us of 
Popery—in our Church Government by 


Bifhops—in our Liturgy—in in our #neel/mg 
at the Sacrament, &. 


In an age and a nation like this, ſo 
brightly illuminated by the lights of Phi- 
A 2 loſophy 
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loſophy and Religion, one might expect 
better things from our Sectarian Literati, 
than ſuch wild, incredible, prepoſterous 
aſſertions as theſe. What ſect in Europe, 
| of the Reformed Churches, our Dis- 
SENTERS alone excepted, but will readily 
allow the Eſtabliſhed Church of En- 
gland to be the grand pillar of Proteſtant- 
iu, The Eye of the Reformed Churches” 
as Signior Diodati calls her ?—And Mon- 
fieur Daille, though not partial to her, 
ſays, As to the Church of England, pu- 
rified as ſhe is, from all foreign, wicked, 
ſuperſtitious worſhip and errors, either 
impious or dangerous, by the rule of the 
divine Scriptures—approved by ſo many 
and ſuch illuſtrious martyr —abounding 
with piety towards Gop and charity to- 
| wards men, and with ſuch numerous ex- 
amples of good works flouriſhing with 
an increaſe of moſt learned and wiſe men, 
from the beginning of the Reformation to 
the preſent time—I have always had 17 
in high effeem, and, till I die, I ſhall al- 
ways continue in the ſame high venera- 
tion 


1 THE PUBLIC. WF. 
tion 4 4. In the fame firain. of pane- 
gyric do all foreign Proteſtants ſpeak of 
our Church: How then ſhall we ac- 
count for the inveterate and unjuſt aver- 
ſion of our own religious malcontents to 
her? I begin to think, that as ofences 
muſt come, and all the favourites of hea- 
ven may depend, in this life, upon 7r:als 
of one kind or other, the Almighty hath 
decreed them to ſurround our Church, in 
the ſhape of Diſſenters, and means to 
continue them as * a thorn in the ſide” 
of his darling church, whom he hath 
exalted ſo pre-eminently, in purity and 
perfection, above all others, to keep up 
her vigilance, and give conſtant exerciſe 
to her virtues, her graces, and her gifts; 
as He thought proper to do with St. 
Paul, after He had honoured him with a 
view of the third heaven. In no other 
way, indeed, but on this, or ſome ſuch 
ſuppoſition, will Chriſtian charity per- 
mit us to account for the obſtinate per- 
ſeverance of our preſent Diſſenters in all 
their old calumnies, prejudices, and pre- 
A 3 poſ- 
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beteten Such a blindneſs and bun- 


ation, in this enlightened æra, ſeems to 
be really judicial, like that of the Fews. 
For, like theſe people, our Diſſenters 
have got eyes, but they will not ſee— 
cars, but they will not hear — heads, but 
they vl not underſtand—and “ hearts, 
but they will not feel. 


This muſt certainly be their unhappy 
caſe. They never elſe would preſume to 
publiſh ſuch groſs falſehoods, reſpecting 
our Church, as they have lately done. 
They muſt have forgot, or they imagine 
their people have never heard of, the 
many compleat and very humiliating de- 
feats, every ſect of every name among 
them, received from our learned diuines 
of the laſt, and the earlier part of this, 
century. However, leſt their own illi- 
terate and unfortunate votaries may im- 
plicitly believe them, in theſe baſe aſ- 
ſertions, as they do in other matters —leſt 
ignorant infidels, and men of heretical 


principles, may be otherwiſe confirmed 


in 


TO THE PUBLIC. vii 
in their impious ſentiments and contempt 
of our Church—and leſt even ſome weak 
and thoughtleſs people of our commu- 
nion, may be inſenfibly deluded to adopt 
their em of religion, from an infatua- 
ted admiration of their political tenets— 
I think it a duty I owe the Church, though 
I never did, nor do enjoy, any of her fa- 
vors, to do all I can, in my preſent ſituation, 
to vindicate her from the impeachment 


brought againſt * by theſe 8 — g 
traducers. 


For this purpoſe, I have com mpiled 
theſe Letters from the writings of our 
own divines, men of the greateſt erudi- 
tion and piety, luminaries of the firſt 
magnitude in the Ecclefiaſtical hemi- 
ſphere ornaments ; to England as ſubjects, 
and to religion as miniſters. 


It is very far from my wiſhes or inten- 
tion, by this publication, to renew a ra- 
gious paper war, between the members 
of our Church, and thoſe who diſſent 


from 
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from the Conſtitution of her Govern- 
ment, &c. But, ſurely, when her cha- 
racter is ſo wantonly attacked, every man 
within her ſacred pale, ſhould be enabled 
to wipe off ſuch contamination: he 
ſhould be enabled always to give an 
anſwer to every one that aſketh him a rea- 
ſon of the hope that is in him,” and to 
ſhew that he has not taken up his religion 
upon truſt, as moſt part of our /efarians 


do, but from principles of reafon and 
ſelf-conviction. 


And what can be a more proper mode 
of capacitating him to do this, than to 


ſelect and ſet before him, in one clear and 


ample view, all the various reaſons and 
arguments which are neceſſary to vindi- 
cate the Articles of his Faith, and the ſe- 
veral parts of the Church Service, that he 
may be able, at any time, in converſati- 
onal diſpute with N on-conformiſts, of 
every denomination, to ſupport with ad- 


vantage, the merits of the good cauſe he 


1s engaged i in. 


Such 
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Such a /elefton J have here begun; and 
if this ſpecimen is honored with a favor- 
able reception from our clergy and laicy, 
1 propoſe to publiſh, in a ſhort time, 
another ſmall volume or two. Selections 
of a fimilar kind, from our beſt Poets 
and Philoſophers, have been univerſally 
bought up by our people of learning and 
taſte: and J know no reaſon why there 
ſhould not be an equally great demand, 
for elections from our Biſhops, and moſt 
celebrated Church divines, in every fa- 
mily of rank, or of common ſtation, who 
are not faſhionable enough to laugh at 
religious books. 


Io the learned, theſe Letters want the 
charm of or:iginality---But may I not 
flatter myſelf they will forgive that want, 
for the ſake of their good intention and 
general utility? I have, indeed, no merit 
in this performance---I claim none not 
more, at leaſt, than that man has a right 
to, who, on the appearance of his na- 

tion's danger, brings forth from her ar- 
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luctance, uſe his cauſtic and faw. 
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mory, a train of her beſt artillery, and 
ſeaſonably and properly points it againſt 
the diſturbers of her peace. 


If it is thought I have any where ex- 
preſſed myſelf with an improper warmth 
againſt the Dzſſenters, I hope it will be 
conſidered that I am writing againſt prin- 


ciples and practices, not againſt perſons. 


I wiſh not to wound, but to heal. And, 
in endeavoring to do this, if I appear, at 
any time, to be too ſanguine, it is in- 
treated the Reader will reflect, and he 
will then confeſs, that even the moſt ten- 
der phyſician, when the application of 
all his fine ba/ms and emollients rather fel. 
ters than cures -n, though with re- 


TLETr. 
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MY DEAR SIR, 


HE ſubject of this Letter ſhall be biſ- 

toric proofs of the regular ſucceſſion of 
Biſhops, in the Church, inſtituted by our 
Saviour and his apoſtles, and of their ſupe- 
riority of order and authority, to the order of 
Preſbyters, & c. I wiſh to make you able to 
defend this part of theological diſpute, and 
treat with that pity they deſerve, the igno- 
rance and obſtinacy of thoſe who oppoſe us 
in it. 

No Diſſenter of learning and 3 will 
deny, that when the apaſtles left Jeruſalem, the 
Mother Church of CnRISsr, to live apart, 
and propagate the Goſpel through the world, 
James, whom ſome call the ſon of Alpheus, 

and one of the twelve apoſtles; others; the 
| ſon of Foſeph, the huſband of Mary, by a 
former wife, but whom all acknowledge to 


* * 
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be our Loxp's kinſman, was ä Bb 
of this city. 

Whether this was 3 by our 1 s ex- 
| preſs order, when he appeared to James, apart 
[ from the reſt, after his reſurrection*, or by 
| the free election of the apoſtles, is not agreed. 
; However, it is univerſally allowed by all the 
4 ancient fathers, that this James was the frft 
Biſhop of Jeruſalem. On this account, they 
| | diſtinguiſh him by the high titles of Biſhop 
= . of Biſhops —Prince of Biſhops — Biſhop of the 
6 Apeſtles— Prince of the Apoſtles with other 
4 exalted appellations. The catalogue of the 
= Biſhops of Jeruſalem, which are extant in the 
W -, firſt Chriſtian writers, do all place James at 
1 the head of them. The 7hrone too, or the 
epiſcopal chair, wherein he uſed to teach the 
people, was ſtill preſerved, and had in great 
veneration, when Euſebius wrote his Hiſtory, 
which was in the former part of the fourth 
century after CHRIST T. 6: 

Though the Scriptures do not expreſsly 
mention his promotion, they give us many 


2 x Cor. xv. 7. | 

+ Euſeb. Lib. iii. cap. 1. Lib. vii. cap. 19. Chryſoſt. Homil. 
38—lIa Epiſt. 1. ad Corinth, —Epiphan, Hæreſ. ix. pag. 119.— 
Clementis Conſtit. et Epiſt. et Recognit.— Rufinus, Kc. 
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proofs 
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proofs of his being the head of the Church of 
Jeruſalem, after the other apoſtles began to 
leave that place. It is remarkable, that, in 
the firſt five chapters of the Als, when Peter 
is conſtantly ſpoken of as the chief. apgſtle, 
and principal perſon in the Church of Jeru- 
ſalem, there is nothing afterwards ſaid of him 
which implies any thing of that character. 
For from the 12th chapter of that book, 
which is the firſt place where James is men- 
tioned with any character of diſtinction, he is 
always deſcribed as the chief perſon at Jeru- 
alem, even when Peter was preſent. When 
Peter was delivered by the angel out of priſon, 
he deſires ſome of the diſciples to go ſhewo theſe 
things, that is, what had happened to himſelf, 70 
James, as the head of the Church, and the bre- 
tbren, that is, the reſt of the Church. At 
another time, when Paul arrived at Jeruſalem, 
from his travels in preaching the Goſpel . to 
foreign countries, being deſirous of giving an 
account to the Church of his ſucceſs, he day 
following he went in unto James, as the Biſhop 
of that city ; and all the elders, who were next 
in authority to him, were preſent}, 


Acts xii. 17. 
T Ibid. Xx), 18. 
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In the Synod, which was held at Feruſalem, 
about the great queſtion, © Whether the con- 
verts from Gentiliſm ſhould be circumciſed?” 
Peter delivers his judgment, as one who was a 
member of the afſembly; but James ſpeaks 
with authority, and his ſentence is deciſive.* 
The name of Fames is placed by St. Paul be- 
fore Peter and John. — James, Cephas and Jobn, 
who feemed to be pillars f. And ſome of the 
church of Jeruſalem, who came to Antioch, are 
ſaid do be certain who came from James t; 
which implies that James was the head of that 
church, otherwife they ſhould rather have 
been ſaid, to come from Jeruſalem, or from 
the church of that place. From all theſe cir- 
cumſtances, it appears that James was the Bi- 
ſhop of Jeruſalem—before the Apoſtles left it, 
—and had the particular care and govern- 
ment of the church in that metropolis com- 
mitted to him by CRRISr, or by the Apoſtles. 

After the death of James, the ſurviving 
epofttes, diſciples, and kinfſmen of our Logo, 
aſſembled together at Jeruſalem, and ordained 


* Heſychius Hieroſol. Loc. Citat. mero©- Tnwnyops? a Ian 

voa edle Acts xv. 13, 19. 
I Gal. ii. 9. 

I Ibid. ii. 12 


Simeon, 


neh 4 


Simeon, the ſon of Cleophas, mentioned in St. 
Jobn's Goſpel*, to be his ſucceſſor. Simeon 
preſided in that church till the time of Trajan, 
as we learn from Hegeſippus, who was a dili- 


gent ſearcher into the practice of the Apoſtles 


and their Diſciples, and lived in the next age 


after them : and after Simeon there ſucceeded 


thirteen Biſbops of the Jewiſb race, before the 
final exciſion of the Jews by Adrian, whoſe 
names Euſebius has jnſerted into his hiſtory 


From the antient monuments of the churchF. | 


And there are many examples in other 
churches of men ſucceeding in the apoſtolic 
or chief order, before the Canon of Scripture 
was finiſhed. Beſides Epaphroditus, whom 
St. Paul calls the Apoſtle d, and the ancient 
fathers affirm to have been Biſhop of the Phi- 
tippians—and others, whom St. Paul calls 


Apoſtles, and the ancient fathers do, for 


that reaſon, ſpeak of as Biſhops of the churches}, 

we have a remarkable example in Timothy, who 

was Biſhop, or chief governor of the church of 
Epheſus, planted by St. Paul. 


* John xix. 25. 
+ Euſeb. Ecclef, Hiſt. Lib. iii. cap. 17, and 32. 
1 Euſeb. Ecclef. Hiſt. Lib. iv, Cape 5. 

§ Philip. ii. 2 5. 

12 Cor. viii. 23. 


The 
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The authority which Timothy exerciſed in 
this church, was not conferred on him by any 
vote or agreement of the people, but by the 
Wl Pit 1mpoſition of 87. Paul's hands . By virtue of 
Wl | ' this authority he ruled the whole church of 
Wl - | E Epheſus, Miniſters as well as private Chriſtians, 
in the ſame manner as the Apoſtles uſed'to do. 
He was impowered to command and teach thoſe 
ds | | under his care f: to make rules for the orderly 
1 celebration of divine worſhip : to hinder | 
women from {ſpeaking in the public aſſem- 


N | plies : to ſee that the teachers taught no doc- 
—_ :.- trine but what they had received from our LoRD 
_ > and his apoſtles: to commit the doctrines of 


bil the Goſpel 10 faithful men who ſhould be able 
8 to teach others{; and to ordain ſome of thoſe 
- whom he found duly qualified to be Biſhops and 
| | deacons**: and he was to judge of mens” abili- 
=—_ ties, and fitnefs for theſe offices, whence he is 
| exhorted to lay hands ſuddenly on no man}; 


UN 5 | ? # * 2 Tim. i. 6. 1 Tim. iv. 37 YL 

1 2 85 I I Tim. iv. 11. 

| | | 2 Ibid. ii. 1. 

! | ö | ll. Ibid, ii. 11, 12. | 

S | | & Ibid. i. 3. : 

0 2 Tim. iii. 2. | an 
| | * 1 Tim. iii. I, 2, &Co 

| | 11 1bid. v. 22. 


which 
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which would have been unreaſonable, if he 
had not power to reject the unworthy. He 
was alſo authoriſed to take care that a compe- 
tent maintenance ſhould be provided, and all 
due honor paid to the Church officers*; to 
exerciſe Eccleſiaſtical juriſdiction, and to take 
cognizance of accuſations, not only againſt 
pri vate Chriſtians, but even againſt the elders; 
though in this latter caſe, where the Church's 
honor was more highly concerned, he was to 
proceed with more caution : againſt an elder 
receive not an accuſation, but before 70 or 
three witneſſes}; and, if to take cognizance 
of accuſations, conſequently to inflict cen- 
ſures proportionably- to the crimes proved 
againſt them. Accordingly it follows; Then 
that ſin, rebuke before all, that others alſo 
may fear. I charge thee before Gop, and the 
Lorp Jesus CHRIST, and the elect angels, that 
thou obſerve theſe things, without preferring one 
before another, doing nothing by partialityt. 
Here is an entire account of almoſt all the 
parts of the apoſtolic authority, as it was to be 
exerciſed by Timothy, whom the ancient fa- 

. 1 Tim. v. 17. 


+ 1 Tim. v. 19. 
Þ 1 Tim. v. 20, 21, 


Vos, I. — „„ 
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thers conſtantly call the Biſhop of Fpheſus ; 
and the Biſhops of that See are called his /uc- - 
ceſſors ; and twenty-ſeven of them are allowed 
to have been derived from him in a continued 

| | line of ſucceſſion, at the celebration of the 

1 Great Council of Chalcedon“. 

The ſame authority which Timothy had at 
Epheſus, was exerciſed in the Churches of 
"= Crete by Titus, whence the antient fathers often 
call him the Biſhop of Crete. He was or- 
Wl | | dained and appointed to this office, not by the 
Wi \ people's choice, but by St. Paul, who con- 

| verted the Cretians to the Chriſtian 'faith+; 
| | | and by virtue of this appointment, he was 
| | empowered to teach all degrees of men, and 
We | to exbort, and rebuke them with authority}; 
|| to take cognizance of heretics, and to reject 
from his own and the Church's communion, 
ſuch of them as did not repent upon the ſe- 
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„ Hieronymus Comment. in Galat, i. 19. Paullatim, tempore 
Fx protedente, et alii ab his, quos Dominus elegerat, ordinati ſunt Apoſ- 
toli: ficut ille ad Philippenſes ſermo declarat, dicens, necefſſarium ex- 

iftimavi Epaphroditum, &c. Theodoretus in Philip. i. 1. Lade 

Tolvuy Rafe, we imwnonmmum omorojpiay ave; Sr o xv 

Arer rue weornſopiay,—Concil. Chalced. Act. 2. Tom 4. And 
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1 Eptow E£yiigoromSnoave Conf. Euſeb. Ecel. Hiſt, Lib. ili. Cap. 4. 
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þ ; | motheum et Titum. 
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a admonition*; to /et in order whatever 
St. Paul had 1, wanting ft r and to ordain 
thoſe whom he himſelf ſhould approve, to be 
Biſhops and elders}. | 
Neither are theſe the only examples, which 
are to be found in the Scripture, of ſingle 
perſons inveſted with apoſtolic or epiſcopal au- 
thority. For St. John, in the three firſt 
chapters of his Revelation, has given us a 
lively deſcription of ſevea Biſhops, who pre- 
ſided in the ſeven principal cities of the es | 
conſular Aſia. 5 
Our Lord is there introduced ſending 
ſeven Epiſtles to the ſeven Churches of theſe _ 
cities, directed to the ſeven angels of the 
Churches, whom he calls, The ſeven ſtars in 
his right handy. Now if it appears that the 
ſeven angels were ſo, many ſingle perſons in- 
veſted with ſupreme authority in the Seven 
Churches, there can be no reaſon to doubt, 
whether they were the Biſhops of theſe 
Churches—a Biſhop being nothing elſe but 
one who has the chief authority in the Church. 
Let us examine, in the firſt place, whether 
the ſeven angels were ſo many ſingle perſons. 


* Tit. it. 1b. ; | ＋ Tit. bs 5. 
by Idid. i. 5 6. | & Rev. bs 16, 209, and ii. Jo 


| And 
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And firſt of all it is quite clear they were not 


the whole Church, or collective body of 
Chriſtians in their ſeveral cities; becauſe the 
Churches are repreſented by ſeven candlefticks, 
which are all along diſtinguiſhed from the 


ſeven ſtars which are emblems of the angels. 


Neither were they any ſelect number or body 
of men: for they are always mentioned as 
ſingle perſons; The angel of the Church of 
Epheſus —The angel of the Church of Smyrna; 


and ſo the reſt. And if in the Epiſtle to Thy- 


atira inſtead of ( yuraice I:Ci6nn) the wo- 
man Jezebel, we read ( yuuaine os ICN) 
thy wife Fezebel*, as it is in St. Cyprian, the 
Syriac verſion, the Alexandrian, and ſeveral 
other manuſcript copies: then the angel of 
Thyatira was a married man, and conſe- 
quently but one perfon. Accordingly both he 
and all the reſt are conſtantly addreſſed in the 


ſingular number know thy works; I have a 


few things againſt thee—Remember how thou 
haſt heard Thou haſt kept the word of my 
patience. So in the others, where our Lox 
ſpeaks to them in particular. But when what 
he writes, equally concerns the people, he 
changes. his ſtile, and ſpeaks in the plural. 


Rev. ii. 20. + Epiſt. 55. ad Antonianum, | 


Je 
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The devil ſhall caſt ſome of you into pri iſen : 
Thou haſt not denied my faith when Antipas my 
faithful martyr was flain among youſ: I will re- 
ward every one of you according to your works T. 

That which ye have, hold faſt till J come. 

This variation of the number, is a plain 
argument, that ſome parts of theſe Epiſtles 
relate to the whole Churches, and others only 
to the perſons of the angels. 
There is only one exception made to this 
obſervation, which 1s, that the angel of Thy- 
atira is once ſpoken of in the plural number. 
The paſſage where this is ſuppoſed to be 
done, runs thus: I will caſt her ( Jexebel) into 
a bed, and them that commit adultery with her, 
into great tribulation. And I will kill ber chil- 
aren with death, and all the Churches ſhall know, 
that I am He which ſearcheth the reins and the 
hearts; and I will give every one of you accord- 
ing to your works. But unto you J ſay, and 
into the reſt of Thyatira, as many as have not 


this doctrine (of Jezebel) Iwill = upon you none 
other . | by 


1 Row 11. 10. ON Þ+ Ibid, ii. 13. 
«1.114 Leal 33» S Verſe 25. 
5 Rev. ii. 225 23, 24. 


M4 | In 


22 LETTER I. 


In theſe words, ' Unto vou I. ſay, and unto the 


reſi of Thyatira, you is taken for the angel; and 
the reſt for the people of Thyatira. Some an- 
ſwer this objection by referring you not to the 


angel of Thyatira, but to the Churches men- 


tioned in the preceding verſe. Then the ſenſe 
will be, But unto you, the fore mentioned 


Ckurches, 1 jay, and to the reſt of T, byatira, 
who have not been corru pted by Jezebel. 
Neither is it ſtrange that the other fix 


Churches ſhould be addreſſed in the Epiſtle 
directed to Thyatira; ſince the ſeven Epiſtles 


were not ſent ſeverally to each Church, but 
addreſſed together, in one common Epiſtle to 


all the ſeven. Thus we find in the beginning; 
Jobn to the ſeven Churches of - Alas. And they 


are afterwards mentioned together, thus:— 
He that bath ay ear, let bim hear what the 


Spirit ſaith to the Churchesy. So that it is far 
more probable, the other Churches ſhould be 


ſpoken of in this paſſage, than that the angel 
of Thyatira ſhould be addreſſed i in the Plural 
number, contrary to what is done in all other 
places. Howeyer, if this explication ſhould be 
thoughtforced, we need only leave out the con- 
junctive particle (a,) and the words will then 
Rev. i. 4. I Tbide ii. 12, 17, 29. 
5 3 
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read thus: d de Me Tos A % QuarTupoic) 
To you the reſt (i. e. ta the reſt of you) in Thyatira 
7 ſay, meaning thoſe who had withſtood Je- 
zebel. This way of reading it is followed by 
the vulgar Latin, the Syriac, Æthiopic, and 
Arabic verſions, the Alexandrian manuſcript, 
another of Curcellæus's, two of Beza's, and 
ſeveral others. And it makes the ſenſe very 
eaſy and natural: for our Lok o having before 
ſeverely threatened Jezebel and her diſciples, 
it was very natural for him to add, as a comfort 
and encouragement to the faithful Chriſtians — 
But to the reſt of you in Thyatira, whom Jeze- 
bel has not been able to ſeduce, 7 /ay, I will 
lay no other burthen upon you. So that not- 
withſtanding this exception, we may ſafely 
underſtand the ſeven angels to be ſeven ſingle 
perſons. | 

But there is one thing yet behind which 
will put this matter beyond diſpute; and that 
is, the titles of angels and lars are always ap- 
plied in this book of Revelation to /ing/e men. 

Our Lozp is called the Morning Star*, and 
the Sun. The apoſtles are called the zwelve 
ftarsF, and twelve "RP But there is not 


* Rey. It. 28. and xxil, 16, + Rev. xii. 1. | 
7 Ibid; i. 1. | S \ Ibid, xxi, 12, 146 
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one example where theſe titles are given to 
any ſociety or number of men. If, therefore, 
we will allow the divine author of this book 
to ſpeak in this place as he does in all others, 
the angels bf the ſeven Churches can be none 
but fngle perſons. 
The next thing to be made out is, that 
theſe ſingle perſons were men of fupreme autho- 
rity in their ſeveral Churches. And we might 
fafely conclude they were ſo, though we had 
no other proof of it, becauſe our Loxůb has 
directed to them, and only them, the Epiſtles 
which he deſigned for the uſe of their 
Churches, We find it was uſual, all the 


world over, in Cyprian's time, to direct the 
letters which were deſigned to be read in any 


church, to their Biſhop, he being the perſon 
by whom all eccleſiaſtical affairs were tranſ- 


acted. But there are ſeveral other arguments 


which prove that the angels were men of emi- 
nent ſtation and authority: for though the 
Churches are only called candleſtichs, the angels 


are reſembled to ars, which give light to the 


candlefticks. This is a very fit emblem of 
thoſe who ſucceeded the apoſtles, whom 
our Lord calls The light of the world, and 
reſembles to candles, which being put into 


candleſticks, 


e 8 
candleſticks, give light to all who are in the 
| bouſe*. On which account they are elſewhere 
called fars in the Revelation, as was before 
obſerved; and the fame title is given to our 
LozD himſelf, who is the light ſupreme, or 
great light of the worldf. Their other name 
of angels is never given to any, but ſuch as 
are placed in ſome high office or dignity un- 
der Gop. The angels of Gop are the bleſſed 
ſpirits, who always live in his preſence, and 
execute his commands, The Jews called 
their high prieſt by this name, becauſe they 
looked on him as Gop's meſſenger to themF. 
Our Loxd himſelf is called the Angel of rhe 
Covenanth, and his. apoſtles, whom he left to 
declare the will of Gop to his Church, were 
alſo ſtiled angels in the Revelation, as has 
already been obſerved. Indeed the names of 
angel and apoſtle are almoſt ſynonymous 
words; both ſignify the meſſengers of Gop : 
only this of apoſtle more expreſsly denotes his 
ſending, or commiſſioning them to do a meſſage 
in his name; and that of angel implies the 


„Matt. v. 14, 15. | + John i. 5. 9. 

7 Diodorus Siculus apud Photium Bibliothec. Cod. 224. Apxitetaæ 
rvrνν Wpors yopeuaTly R VoatL en auto ayyeoy νννενννα. e TY G 
FRO ay peaTaV ] | | N 

S Malach. iii. f. 
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telling or d:claring that meſſage. So that this is 
a very fit name for thoſe who ſucceeded the 
apoſtles in their office of preaching Gop's will 
to the Church. - And if we-proceed from the 
names, to the characters, of the ſeven angels, 
as we. have them in the Revelation, we-ſhall 
ſoon diſcover ſeveral other marks of their 
authority. They are praiſed for all the good, 
and blamed for all the evil, which happened 
in their Churches. The angel of Epheſus is 
commended, becauſe he could not bear them 
that were evil, and had tried them who called 
themſelves apoſtles and were not fo*; which 
ſeems to imply, that he had judicially con- 
victed them to be impoſtors. And the angel 
of Pergamos is reproved for having them who 
hold the doctrine of Balaam, that is, the Nico- 
laitans, who allowed themſelves to commit for- 
nication, and to eat things facrificed to idols ; 
and he is ſeverely threatened, unleſs he re- 
pentedt. This proves he had authority to 
correct thoſe diſorders, otherwiſe he could not 
juſtly have been puniſhed for them. The 
I ſame may be ſaid of the angel of Thyatira, 
if who is blamed for /ufering Fezebel, who called 
. Berſelf a propheteſs, to teach and ſeduce the 


® Rev, ii. 2. + Verſes 14, 15, 16. 
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people. And the angel of Sardis is com- 
manded to be watchful, and to trengtben thoſe 
that are ready to die; otherwiſe our LoRDp 
threatens to come on him as à thief, at an hour 
Which he ſhould not know+; plainly alluding 
to what he ſays in the Goſpels to his few- 
'ards ; that is, his apoſtles, and other miniſters, 
whom he made rulers over his MOTOR 
Churcht. 

So that the angels of the ſeven Churches 
having appeared to be ſingle perſons inveſted 
with chief authority, we need not ſcruple to 
call them with St. Auſtin, in one of his Ho- 
milies on the Revelation, and with other 
ancient fathers, Epiſcopos five Præ paſitos Ec- 
clefrarums, the * or 1 dents of ing 
Churches. 

It will be a farther confirmation of che 
Epiſcopal authority of the ,, angels in their 
ſeveral Churches, if it be ſhewn from the moſt 
early accounts of the primitive Church, that 
Biſhops were ſettled in all theſe Seven 
Churches, at or near the time when this Epiſ- 
tle was ſent to them, D 


Rev. ii. 20. + Ibid. iii, 2, 3. 
1 Matt. xxiv. 44, 45+ Luke. xii. 42. 
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Irenæus“ and Euſebius inform us, that 
this Epiſtle, with the reſt of the Revelation, 
was written towards the end of Domitian's 


reign, when St. John lived in exile, on the 


iſland of Patmos. And we are told, that in 
a very ſhort time after Domitian's death, be- 


ing recalled from baniſhment by Nerva, he 


went to Epheſus, and took upon him the care 
of the church of that city, in-the preſence of 
Seven Biſhops J. | 

I will not affirm that theſe Seven Biſhops per- 
ſided in the Seven Churches we are ſpeaking of; 
though many think they did; both becauſe 


the numbers agree, and all theſe Seven Churches 


lay within the proconſular Aſia, whereof 
Epheſus was the metropolis. But, at any 
rate, we may very ately pronounce, that if 
Biſhops were ſettled at that time'in the other 
cities of the ſame country, there is no reaſon 
to think theſe Seven Churches, every one of 
which was in a city of note, were vithotit 
Biſhops. 

To come at once to onda. I think i it 
can ſcarce be doubted, but chere was a Biſhop 


Iren. adv. Hæres. Lib. 5. Cap. 30. 
+ Euſeb. Eccleſ. Hiſt. Lib. 3. Cap. 18. 
1 Martyrium S. Timothei 1288 Photium Bibliothec, Cod. 254. 
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in Epheſus, when the Revelation was written. 
For in the next age after this, Polycrates, who 
was born within a ſhort time after St. John's 
death, is well known to have been Biſhop of 
Epheſus. . But to come nearer to the time 
we are talking of, Ignatius, who ſuffered mar- 
tyrdom, about the 1oth year of Trajan, which 
at the moſt, was not above twelve years after 
St. John returned from Patmos, in his Epiſtle 
to the Epheſians, ſpeaks of Oneſimus, their 
| Biſhop, whom he exhorts all of them, Preſ- 
byters and Deacons, as well as private Chriſ- 
tians, to. obey. And to carry this account 
ſtill higher, Timothy was made Biſhop of 
Epheſus by St. Paul; and there was an unin- 
terrupted ſucceſſion of twenty-ſeven Biſhops 
from him to the great council of Chalcedon, 
as was before proved from the public ads of 
that council. So that here was a Biſhop men- 
tioned a little before the Revelation was writ- 
ten; and again, not long after, beſide. a con- 
ſtant ſucceſſion of many Biſhops from the 
foundation of this church, for ſeveral ages 

after. PR 
If we proceed to the reſt of the Seven 
Churches, we find, that not long after St. 
John's time, Sagaris was Biſhop of Laodicea. 
He 
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He is mentioned by the above Polycrates; 
Biſhop of Epheſus, in his Epiſtle to Victor“, as 
one who ſuffered martyrdom in the paſt times; 
that is, when Servilivs Paulus was Proconſul 
of Aſia; as we learn from Melito's Tract about 
Eaſter, who was himſelf Biſhop of Sardis in 
the reign of Marcus Aurelius F And if the 
old Roman Martyrology may be believed, 
Sagaris was one of St. Paul's diſciples: ſo 
that very near the time I write of, we find 
a Biſhop in Laodicea; and, not 12 — after 
this, another in Sardis. 5) 

When Ignatius wrote his Epiſtle to the 
Philadelphians, .they had a Biſhop, whoſe 
gravity, modeſty, and other virtues, Ignatius 
commends, and exhorts the Philadelphians 
to be dutiful to him. | 

The old Roman Martyrology ſpeaks of 
Carpus, Biſhop. of Thyatira, who ſuffered 
martyrdom under Antoninus, who was. Em- 


peror in the next age after the Revelation was 


written. 
If the are of Arethas on the Re- 


velation may be credited, e whom our 


* Eaſeb. Eccleſ. Hiſt. Lib, 5. 6 24. 
t Euſeb. Eccles. Hiſt. Lib. 4. Cap. 26. 
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Log calls his faithful arg”, was s Biſhop 
of Pergamus. 

If we may judge of the reſt by the church 
of Smyrna, (and there is no reaſon why.we 
ſhould not, ſince the angel of this city is not 
deſcribed as different from the reſt) we ſhall 
no longer doubt, whether they were governed 
by Biſhops, in this firſt age of Chriſtianity z 
it being certain, that Polycarp, whom all par- 
ties allow to have converſed with the Apoſ- 
tles, was Biſhop of Smyrna. He is ſo called 
by Polycrates in his above-mentioned Epiſtle 
to Victor, who was thirty-eight years old 
when Polycarp ſuffered martyrdom, and there- 
fore is a witneſs without exception. The - 
ſame title is alſo given him by the church of 
Smyrna, in their Epiſtle concerning his mar- 
tyrdom, which 1s {till to be ſeen in Euſebius +: 
Ignatius too, his cotemporary, who wrote an 8 
Epiſtle to Polycarp, and another to the church 
of Smyrna, not only calls him Biſhop of 
Smyrna, but exhorts all the church of Smyrna, 
Preſbyters and Deacons, as well as Laymen, 
to be obedient to him. I ſhall only add that 
Irenzeus, who was Polycarp's diſciple, aſſures 
us that he was ordained Biſhop of 8 by 


* Rey, ii, Rs + Euſeb, Hiſt, Lib. 4. Cap 12. 
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the Apoſtles“. Surely here is ſufficient evi- 
dence for the preſiding of Biſhops in thoſe 
=. | Seven Churches, in, or ſoon after the time, in 
= which the Revelation was written; and indeed 
9 more than could well have been expected from 
the ſhort few and imperfect accounts which 
are left us of the Church, in that early period 
=_ of her exiſtence. | | 
| If we deſcend from the Scriptures to the 
moſt early records of the next ages, we ſhall 
find that the ſucceſſion of Biſhops was pre- 
ſerved in all churches, whereof we have any 
account. 7 

Let us begin with Ignatius. He ſuffered 

| martyrdom about the tenth year of Trajan, 
[| which was only about four years after the 
i death of St. John the Apoſtle, at which time 
he had been forty years Biſhop of Antioch. 
4 He was promoted to that dignity, upon the 
a death of Evodius, firſt Biſhop of that church, 
dig Ths Tu peyans Terps degidg, by Peter the 
Apoſtle's own hands f. So that we cannot ſup- 
poſe him unacquainted either with the ſtate of 
the church in the firſt age after the Apoſtles, 


* Irenzeus Lib. 3, Cap. 3. and Euſeb. Eccl. Hiſt, Lib. 3. Cap. 36. 
+, Chryſoſtom. Homil. in S. Ignatium P. 499. Vol. I. Euſed. 
Ecclef, Hiſt. Lib. 3. Cap. 22 and 36. 


— —— 6 — o S * 5 8 Ws 
— Born br on CI __ 
> Fogotos - WI © oe r * 50 of 2 3 5 


9 
* 


_— 


=. 
0 
is 
3 
Y 
dls. 
\4 
| 
7 
* 
1 


” 
* 


LETTER 1, 33 
or with the doctrine and practice of the Apoſ- 
tles. And in his Epiſtles, which were written 
a little before his martyrdom, there is ſcarce 
any duty ſo earneſtly preſſed, or ſo often in- 
culcated, as that private Chriſtians ſhould be 
obedient to the officers of the Church, and 
the inferior officers, the Preſbyters and Dea- 
cons, .to their Biſhops. 

In the beginning of his Epiſtle to the Mag- 
neſians, he ſpeaks of Damas their Biſhop; 
of Baſſus and Apollonius their Preſpyters, 
and of Sotion their Deacon. The laſt of 
thoſe he praiſes much, becauſe he was ſubject 
——uTor&cooera&—to the Biſhop and Preſbyters. 
And he exhorts all of them to reverence their 
Biſhop, and to do all things in Godly peace 
and concord“ Their Biſhop preſiding in 
the place of God, the Preſbyters as the coun- 
cil of Apoſtles, and the Deacons as the mi- 
niſters of CarrsT#.” | 

In his Epiſtle to the Trallians, he mentions 
their Biſhop Polybius; and tells them, that 
« While they live in ſubjection to their Bi- 
ſhop, as to Jzsvs CHRIST, they ſeem to live, 
not after the manner of men, but according 
to Jesus CarisT.f” A little after he pro- 


* Ignat- Epiſt. ad Magnes. Cap. 6. Ilpoxabnutty Tv iniontmruy &C 
+ Epiſt. ad Trallian. Cap. 2, "Oray yap ve ien &cc. 
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ceeds thus: Let nothing, by any means be 
done without the Biſhop, even as ye now prac- 


tice. Subject yourſelves to the college of 


Preſbyters, as to the Apoſtles of Jesvs 


CnxrrsT, and let the Deacons, who are the 
myſtery of Jtsus CHRIST, ſtudy to pleaſe all 
men; for they are not Deacons of meats and 
drinks, but miniſters of Gop's Church. In 
like manner, let all of you reverence the 


| Deacons as the commandment of IEsus 


CurisT—the Biſhop as the Son of the Fa- 
THER, and the Preſbyters as the council of 
Gop, and affembly of Apoſtles. Without 
thoſe, no church is named*#.” ; Having after- 
wards cautioned them to beware of hereſies 


and heretics, he adds, © And ſo ye will, 
while ye are not puffed up, and are not ſepa- 
rated from Gop, Jzsus ChRIST, nor from 
the Biſhop, nor the precepts of the Apoſtles. 


He that is within the altar is pure; but whoe- 


ver does any thing without the Biſhop, the 


college of Preſbyters, and the Deacon, his 
conſcience is defiled}.” In the ſame manner, 
he ſpeaks to the Epheſians, © Let no man 
be deceived: whoever is without the altar, is 
deprived of the Bread of Gop. Let us be 


* Epiſt. ad Trallian. Cap. 2 et 3. Avayxatey & Forw, Gomep 
eis, aveu TU ETIONITEy &. + Ibid. Cap. 7, 
Ts careful 
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careful not to oppoſe the Biſhop, that we may 
be ſubject to Go. In the ſame Epiſtle he 
ſpeaks of Biſhops ſettled to the ends of the 
world, © who are after the mind of Jzsvus 
ChRIST, even as CnrisT is the mind of the 
FArRERT.“ He then proceeds to praiſe 
them all, and particularly the college of Preſ- 
byters, for their unanimous and ready com- 
pliance in all things with their Biſhop. 

In the beginning of his Epiſtle to the 
Philadelphians, he ſays, He knew their 
Biſhop to be promoted to his public office in 
the Church, not by himſelf, nor by men, 
nor through ambition, but by the love of 
Gop the FaTHEeR, and the Loxo JEsus 
| CarrsTh}.” Then, after cautioning them 
_ againſt diviſions, he adds, Whoever belongs 
to God and JESUS CHRIST is with the Biſhop, 
and they who repent, and return to. the 
unity of the Church, ſhall be Gop's, that 
they may live according to Jssvs CrrisT. 
Be not deceived, my brethren; if any man 
follows one who divides the Church, he ſhall 
not inherit the kingdom of God. Endea- 
vour therefore to partake of one and the ſame 


* Epiſt, ad Ephef. Cap. 5. + Ibid. Cap. 3. 
I Ignat. in Epiſt. ad Philadelph, Cap, 1. 
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euchariſt; for there is but one fleſh of CHRIST, 
and one cup in the union of his Slo, and one 
altar; as there is one Biſhop, with the college 
of Preſbyters, and my fellow-ſervants, the 
Deacons, that whatever ye do, may be done 
according to Gop®,” 

In the ſame Epiſtle he ſays, © When I 
was with you I cried out, and ſpoke with a 
loud voice, Adhere to the Biſhop, the college of 

 Proſbyters, and the Deacons. This ſome have 
thought to be ſaid by me, from my foreſight 
of the ſeparation which hath happened ſince 
that time. And He, for whoſe ſake I am in 
bonds, is my witneſs that I knew it not from 
men, but the Spirit proclaimed theſe things, 
ſaying, Do nothing without the Biſhop. Keep 
your bodies as the temple of God. Love unity. 
Fly diviſions. Be followers of IE sus CHRIST, 
as He is of the FarHER T.“ He adds, a little 
after, © That Gop would ſtill forgive the 
{chiſmatics, provided they repented, and re- 
turned to the unity of God, and the council 
of the BiſhopF.” 


* * Tgnat. in Epiſt. ad Philadelph. Cap. 3 & 4. * 
+ Ibid. Cap. 7. Expaiyaca peraty avs N (45/2) ꝙονν, Kc. 
t Ibid. Cap. 8. fan ty jperavotoy dpi 6 Kp, Kc. 
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LETTER I. 37 
In his Epiſtle ro the-Church of Smyrna, 
he thus exhorts them: © Let all of you fol- 
low the Biſhop, as Jesus CrarisT does the 
FaTHteR—and the college of Preſbyters as 
the Apoſtles—and reverence. the Deacons, as 
the commandment of Goo. Let no man do 
any thing, which concerns the Church, with- 
out the Biſhop. Let that euchariſt be ac- 
counted valid, which is ordered by the Bi- 
ſhop, or one whom he appoints. Where 
the Biſhop appears, there let the people be; 
even as where CHRIST is, there is the Catholic 
Church. Without the Biſhop, it is neither 
lawful to Baptize, nor to celebrate the feaſt 
of charity; but that which he approves is 
well pleaſing to Gop “*. In the ſame Epiſ- 
tle he ſays, „It is well to know Gop and 
the Biſnop. He that honors the Biſhop, is 
honored of Gop. He that does any thing 
without the Biſhop's privity, ſerves the 
. devilf.” 
In his epiſtle to Polycarp, the Biſhop of 
Smyrna, he writes, © Let nothing be done 
without your approbation, and do nothing but 
what is approved of Go, as indeed you do 


* _— ads Smyr. Cap. S8. Irdsrsg r ET4ROT „ anchbelve, &c. 
＋ Ibid. Cap. 9. Kang ie 065y nat ee eide v, SC, 
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not“. Addreſſing himſelf to the church of 
that place, he ſays, © If he, who remains a 
virgin, think himſelf better than the Biſhop, 
he is undone. It is meet that they who marry 
ſMould do it with the Biſhop's approbatwn, 
that their marriage may be according to Goo, 
and not according to luſt. Let all things be 
done to the honour of Gop. Give heed to 
the Biſnop that Gop may give heed to you. 

May my life be a ranſom for thoſe who are 

ſubject to the Biſhop, the Preſbyters, and 
£5 Deacons, and may I have * portion in Gon 
with them f!“ 
There are many other . in the Epiſ- 
tles of this glorious ſaint and martyr to the 
ſame purpoſe. But theſe, which IJ have ex- 
tracted, are ſufficient to ſhew you, that the 
Chriſtian Church was governed, in that early 
age, by three orders of Biſhops, Preſbyters, 
and Deacons; that theſe orders were of divine 
inſtitution, and effential to the regular con- 
ſtitution of any Church—that no religious 
act could lawfully. be done in the Church 
without ſome of them, nor by the Preſbyters 


* Epiſt. ad Polycarp. Mndtv avev yvwpng os d, &c. | 
+ Ibid. Cap. 5 & 6. Kai Ev n mov TH smITRONYy am, 
&c, 3 85 
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and Deacons without the Biſhop's confent— 
and that communion with CHRIS could not 
be maintained without adhering to the com- 
munion of the Biſhop. And Ignatius calls 
Car1sT to witneſs that he ſpoke ſome part of 
this, viz. That “ nothing was to be done 
without the Biſhop,” by the immediate in- 
ſpiration of the HoLy SpIRIT of Gov. 

Did our firſt diſſenters pay any regard to 
this doctrine? or do their poſterity give us 
any proofs that they do? 

From Ignatius I ſhall go to Irenzus. He 
ſhall begin my next Letter.—Beheve me 
always, | 


'Your's, &c. 
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RENE Us profeſſes himſelf to have been 

I the diſciple of Polycarp, the cotemporary 
of Ignatius, and was firſt a Preſbyter, and. 
afterwards Biſhop of Lyons*. He makes 
the ſucceſſion of Biſhops an argument againſt 
the heretics who crept into the Church in 
that age, and propoſes it as the ſureſt way to 
orthodoxy in the Chriſtian faith, to follow 
| thoſe deſcended in a direct line of ſucceſſion 
from the Apoſtles. © We (ſays he) can 

_ reckon up thoſe whom the Apoſtles ordained 
to be Biſhops in the ſeveral churches, and 
who they were that ſucceeded them down to 
our own times. And had the Apoſtles 
known any hidden myſteries which they im- 

_ parted to none but the perfect, as the here- 
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* Irenæus, Lib. 3. Cap. Jo Euſeb, Eccleſ, Hiſt, Lib. 5. Cap 4 
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tics pretend, they would have commitred 
them to thoſe men, to whom they committed 
the Churches themſelves. - For they defired 
to have thoſe in all things perfe#, and unre- 
provable, whom they left to be their ſucceſſors, 
and to whom they committed their own 
apoſtolic authority.” He then adds, that 
« Becauſe it would be endleſs to enumerate 
the ſucceſſion of Biſhops 1n all the Churches, 
he would inſtance in that of Rome, in which, 
he informs us, Linus was ordained the firſt 
Biſhop by St. Paul and St. Peter. The next 
was Anacletus ; after him Clemens; and ſo on 
to Eleutherius, who was the twelfth from the 
Apoſtles, and filled the epiſcopal chair, when 
Irenæus wrote this Preatiſe“. So that, in zhis 
age, there were Bifhops, or ſingle men, who 
acted with apoſtolic authority, and ſucceeded 
in a direct line from the Apoſtles, not only at 
Rome, but in all the Churches through the 
world. | p 2 - 

At the ſame time lived Hegeſippus in a 
different part of the world, who had travelled 
through many kingdoms, on purpoſe to learn 


* Irenzeus, Lib. 3. Cap. 3- Habernus annumerare eos, qui ab 
Apoſtolis inftituti ſunt Epiſcopi in Eccleſus, et Sueceſſores eorum uſ- 
que ad nos, &c. Ns 
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the doctrine and traditions, left by the Apof- 
tles in the Churches which they founded. 
And after this enquiry, he makes uſe of the 
fame argument with the heritics, which Ire- 
næus preſſed on them. He ſays, he had con- 
verſed with many Biſhops, and received the ſame 
goftrine from them all. One of thoſe, whom 
he mentions by name, was Primus, Biſhop of 
Corinth: another was Anicetus, whom he 
found Biſhop of Rome at his arrival there, 
at which time Eleutherius was his deacon : 
after Anicetus, he tells us, Sotor was Biſhop 
of Rome, and that Sotor was ſucceeded by 
Eleutherius. He allo relates that Simeon, 
the ſon of Cleophas, being of our Lokp's 
family, ſucceeded James in the biſhopric of 
Jeruſalem: and in every ſucceſſion, fays he, 
and in every city, the ſame doctrine is re- 
cCeived, which was taught by the law, the 
NS and our Lok D*.“ 
Inn this age too, lived Polycrates, Biſhop 
of Epheſus, who, in a Synodical Letter to 
Victor, the Biſhop of Rome, about the time 
of keeping Eaſter, part of which is till ex- 
5 Srapbictita Comment. Hegeſippi apud Euſeb. Eccleſ. Hit. 


Lib. 4. Cap. 22. Am, a RE ]“ ⁷t aviktate!, & c. 


tant, 


LN rA . his. 
tant“, appeals to the tradition of former 
Biſhops and martyrs, and the practiſe of thoſe 
who lived in his own time. Among others, 
he mentions. Polycarp. Biſhop of Smyrna, 
and a martyr—Thraſeas, Biſhop of Eumenia, 
and a martyr—Sagaris, Biſhop of Laodicea, 
and a martyr Seven Biſhops of his 'own 
| 1 and (r manIn) great multitudes of 
Biſhops, who aſſembled with him to conſult 
about the time of Eaſter. And, he ſays, 
when he wrote this Epiſtle he had been 
fixty-froe years (w Kupio) a Chriſtian. I hope 
you will- allow that this venerable old Biſhop, 
who lived the greateſt part of the next age, 
after the death of the Apoſtles, is a witneſs - 
beyond exception, that Biſhops were ſettled 
in all the Churches about him. N 
Cotemporary with theſe was Clemens of 
Alexandria, the moſt univerſally learned man 
of that age. In his Pædagogus, having ſe- 
lected ſome texts of Scripture, which contain 
a ſummary of the duties which concern. all 
Chriſtians in general, he adds, That there 
are other precepts, without number, which 
concern men in particular capacities: ſome 
which relate to Biſhops ; others to Preſby- 


 ® Euſeb, Eceles. Hiſt, Lib. 5. Cap. 24. 
| ters; 
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ters; others which belong to deacons, and 
ſome which concern widows, &c.“ So that 
if we may believe this great and good man, 
even in the Apoſtles times, when the Scrip- 
tures were written, there were all theſe three 
orders in the Church, and every one of them 
had diſtinct offices. In his Stromataf he 
tells us, «© That though Matthias was not 
elected by our Loxp with the reſt of the 
Apoſtles, yer, having deſerved to be ad- 
vanced to that office, he was ſubſtituted in 


Judas's place. And even now, ſays he, they 
who live up to the perfect rules of the Goſ- 


pel, may be taken into the number of the 
Apoitles. He is indeed a Deacon and Mi- 
niſter of the divine will, and he a Preſbyter 
of the Church, who does both practiſe and 
teach what out Lonxp hath preſcribed: not 
being reputed juſt, becauſe he is a Preſbyter, 


but choſen into the college of Preſbyters be- 


cauſe he was a juſt perſon. Though ſuch a 
man be not honored with the chief ſeat here on 
earth, he ſhall ſit in one of the twenty-four 
thrones, mentioned in John's Revelation, 
judging the people. eee 


1 7 oy 
* . 


* Pædag. Lib. 3. Cap. 12. p. 264. ed. Paris. 
Strom. Lib. 6. P 667. „ ; n „ Þ 
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A little after, he ſpeaks of the gradual 
promotion of Biſhops, Preſbyters, and Dea- 
cons, which he reſembles to the orders of 
angels*, Here again are clearly diſtinguiſhed 
three orders of miniſters, the chief of which 1s 
the place and office of the Apoſtles. 
In another place he reports, © That St, 
John the Apoſtle returning from Patmos, 
the place of his baniſhment, to Epheſus, went 
about the neighbouring nations, and in ſome 
places ordained Biſhops ; in others eſtabliſhed 
entire Chuches; and in others ſet apart ſuch 
for the clergy as were pointed out to him by 
the Spiritf.” Here St. John the Apoſtle or- 
dained Biſhops, and alſo inferior clergy, by the 
particular direction of the Hoy GHOST. 
The Preſbyterians will tell you that this 
ſame Clemens, in his Stromata, contains all 
the miniſters of the primitive Church, under 
the two names of Preſbyters and Deacons, 
and that Preſbyters were of the ſame order 
with Biſhops, becauſe Biſhops are ſometimes 


Strom. Lib. 6. p. 667. Exel g a: Evraila yrs Tu] ExxAncoiav 
| TpoKoTr a ET(TROT WV, MYETAUTEpWVy Kat TAKowYy N ], Ha, AY = 


Mnf; Fofng, naxewng The omovejarag TUYKAVETTY, 
+ Libro Quis Dives Saivetur, p. 111. edit. Oxon. Euſeb. Ecclef. 
Hiſt. Lib. Zo Cap. 23. g 
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included in the name of Preſbyters. But in 


this they miſunderſtand Clemens, or rather 
catch at an ambiguous expreſſion to ſupport 
their cauſe. 

In Clemens's ſenſe of this diſputed para- 
graph, the Apoſtles themſelves were preſby- 
ters; and fo they are ſometimes called. St. 
John calls himſelf a Preſbyter, both in his 
ſecond and third Epiſtle; and St. Peter tiles 
himſelf a fellow-preſbyter of the Preſbyters to 
whom his firſt Epiſtle was directed“. But we 


| muſt not conclude from hence, that all preſ- 


byters were apoſtles. For though all the 
power of preſbyters belonged to apoſtles, and 
therefore they might well be called Preſby- 
ters, there are ſeveral powers which were ex- 
erciſed by the apoſtles, that never belonged 
to any mere preſbyter. In like manner, in 
the Jewiſh church, there was an High Prieſt ; 
under him prieſts of an inferior order, and a 
third order of Levites below both the former : 
yet, in many antient writers, who do ex- 
preſsly, in other places, diſtinguiſh the High 

Prieſt from the inferior order of prieſts, all the 
three orders are comprehended under the two. 


* 1 Peter v. 1. 
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names of Prieſts and Levites v. The reaſon 
of their writing ſo is plainly this, that though 
the Prieſts were not High Prieſts, nor ever 
dignified with that title, or the office annexed 
to it, yet the High Prieſt was a true and 
proper Prieſt ; and, like our High Prieſts, or 
Biſhops, could lawfully diſcharge any part of 
the ſacerdotal office. 

This will account to you 4 Clemens's 
ſeeming contradictions in his Stromata, when 
ſpeaking of the ſeveral orders of miniſters in 
the church. When therefore you read Strom. 
VII. page 700, where he writes of the Preſby- 
ters and Deacons, as including all the orders of 
the Chriſtian miniſtry, took alſo to the 
other parts of his Stromataf, and you will 
ſee him. treat of Biſhops, of Preſbyters, and 
of Deacons, as three diſtin& orders. 
Another perſon of eminence, who flouriſhed 
about the ſame time with Clemens, though 
in a different part of the world, was Turtul- 
lian. From him it appears that Biſhops 
were univerſally ſettled in all the Churches of 


Clemens Romanus Epiſt. Cap. 33 & 40. Philo Judæus Lib. 
3. De vita Moſis, p. 679. edit. Paris. Ibid. p. 694. Idem de Sa- 
cerdotum, Honoribus. p. 834. 

+ Idem. Strom. p. 667, &c. edit. Paris, 
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Africa, his native country, and had been fo 
from the Apoſtles times. In his Treatiſe of 
Baptiſm he affirms, © That the power of bap- 
tizing is lodged in the Biſhop; and that it 
may be alſo exerciſed by Preſbyters and Dea- 
cons, but not without the Biſhop's commiſ- 
fion*.” This is a full evidence of the ſupe- 
riority of Biſhops over Preſbyters in that age, 
theſe not being allowed to exerciſe even the 
| loweſt function in the Church, as baptiſm was 


accounted, without the Biſhop's permiſſion. 


Tertullian could not think this an innovation 
in the polity of the church; for he urges 
againſt heretics the ſame argument of the 
univerſal conſent of Biſhops, ſucceeding in a 
direct line from the Apoſtles, which Irenæus 
and Hegeſippus had uſed before him. And 


this ſucceſſion he tells us, was to be ſeen. 
not only at Smyrna, where Polycarp was 


made Biſhop by St. John, or in Rome, 
where Clemens was ordained by St. Peter, 
but in al] Chriſtan Churches. And he chal. 


Lib. de Baptiſmo, Cap, 179y—Dandi Biptiſmum quidem habet 


jus ſummus Sacerdos, qui eſt Epiſcopus, dehinc Preſbyteri & Dia- 
coni, non tamen fine Epiſcopi auRoritate, propter Eecleſiæ honorem, 
quo ſalvo, falva pax eſt. 


\ 
lenges 


= 
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lenges heretics to ſnew the like®. This is an 
undeniable proof that hen, the lineal ſucceſ- 
fion of Biſhops from the Apoſtles, was a fa& 
undoubted. And this is allo a very. ſufficient 
anſwer to ſome other paſſages of this Author, 
where he affirms © That all Chriſtians were 
made prieſts by CHRIST, &c. &c.” In ſuch 
aſſertions as theſe we are to make a difference 
between his opinions and his teſtimony of 
facts. His ſingular Comment on Matt. xviii. 
20. and Rev. i. 6, 10. concerning the prieſt- 
hood of all Chriſtians, in general, is merely 
his own private opinion, and peculiarly ſo in- 
deed, But he ſpeaks of the epiſcopal ſuc- 
ceſſion as a known matter of fact, in which he, 
who lived in the next age, could not be miſ- 
taken. And let me here, once for all, beg of 


®* Tertull. Lib. de Præſeript. Heretic. Cap. 32. Ceterum, fi quz 
audeant interſerere ſe ætati Apoſtolica, ut ideo videantur ab Apoſto- 
lis traditz, quia ſub Apoſtolis fuerunt, poſſumus dicere : Edant ergo 
origines Ecclefiarum Suarum : Evolvant ordinem Epiſcoporum ſuv- 
rum ita per ſucceſſiones ab initio decurrentem, ut primus ille Epiſcopus 
aliquem ex Apoſtolis, vel Apoſtolicis viris, qui tamen cum Apoſtolis 
perſeveraverit, habuerit auctorem et anteceſſorem. Hoc enim modo 
Eccleſiæ Apoſtolicæ cenſus ſuos deferunt : ſicut Smyrnæorum eecleſia 
Polycarpum ab Jahanne conlocatum refert: ficut Romanorum, Cle- 
mentem a Petro ordinatum itidem. Perinde utique et ceteræ exhi- 
dent, quos ab Apoſtolis in epiſcopatum conſtitutos Apoſtolici ſemi- 
nis traduces habeant. Con fingant, tale aliquid Heretici, Idem, adv « 
Marcianem. Lib. 4. Cap. 5, &c. ä 
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you to make a proper difference, in reading 
the antient fathers, between their reaſonings 
and their teſtimony. In the former, we have 
full liberty, upon a candid and impartial exa- 
mination, to follow their concluſions, or to 
reject them, as we find them well or ill 
grounded. But in the Jazter, fince we muſt 
look on them as men of great probity, and 
ſuch as would not willingly deceive us, we 
cannot reaſonably deny them our aſſent, when 
they relate to things done in their own times, 
or in the times of thoſe with whom they have 
converſed. They who refuſe to allow them 
this authority, may with equal reaſon reject 
all kind of hiſtories. 

In the beginning of the next century lived 
Origen. He was ſcholar to Clemens the 
Alexandrian. And he, ſpeaking of the debts 
in the LoRP's Prayer, firſt inſiſts on the debts 
or duties common to all Chriſtians ; and then 
adds, © Beſide theſe general debts, there is a 
debt to wwidows, who are maintained by the 
Church; another to Deacons; another to 
Preſbyters; and another to Biſhops” which is 
the greateſt of all, and exacted by the Savi- 
oUR of the whole Church, who will ſeverely 
; 3 puniſn 
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puniſh the non-payment of it*. Here Ori- 
gen plainly makes Biſhops ſuperior to Preſ- 
byters and Deacons, by the appointment of 
CurisT. In another place, he preſcribes the 
ſame rule for orthodoxy in the faith, which 
has been already mentioned from Irenæus and 
others. © To adhere to the rule of the celeſ- 
tial Church of CarisT, according to the 
ſucceſſion of the Apoſtles f; that is, as ap- 
pears from the like paſſages of Irenæus, &c. 
of Biſhops ſucceeding in a direct line from, 
and in the place of the Apoſtles. And in 
ſeveral other places, he diſtinguiſhes, very 
pointedly, the three orders of Biſhops, Preſ- 
byters and Deacons. 

In the ſame age Cyprian, Biſhop of Car- 
thage, flouriſhed. He had been Tertullian's 
ſcholar. His Epiſtles and Tracts contain 
very full account of the ſeveral Church A- 
cers, and the method of tranſacting all eccle- 
fraſtical affairs which was obſerved, both in 
his own and other Churches at that time. 


* Origin, Lib. Hegi evyng. Xwpig * 2 Nu No rep dr, 
eig xHtꝗñ mporoumevung dd rg E AH j,e＋ pf R ETipa Taos 
val dh mpeoBnrige? M EmITHOTE N CPE?» CapUννn ECT a 
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Collected together they would make a vo- 
lume: I ſhall, therefore, only ſelect a few 


paſſages out of him, which may be ſufficient 


for our preſent purpoſe. 

Firſt, he affirms that no Church was with- 
out a Biſhop. Hence, as from an unqueſti- 
onable matter of fact, he argues againſt No- 
vatian, © That there being only one Church 
and one epiſcopacy all the world over, and or- 
thodox and pious Biſhops being already re- 
gularly ordained through all the provinces of 


the Roman empire, and in every city, he 


muſt needs be a /chi/matic who laboured to 
ſet up falſe Biſhops in oppoſition to them.” 


And in another place he ſays, That there 


cannot be more than one Biſhop, at the ſame 
time, in a Church: that a ſecond Biſhop 1s 
no Biſhop at all: that they who adhere to 
him are JSchiſmatics, and- have no title to the 
Church's communion, or the privileges of 
the new covenant. 


To this purpoſe he ſpeaks in the 0 of 
Novation, who was ſet up againſt Cornelius, 


* Cypriani Epiſt. 55. edit. Oxon, Cum fit a Chriſto, una Ec - 
eleſia per totum mundum in multa membra diviſa, item Epiſcopatus 
unus, Epiſcoporum multorum concordi numeroſi tate diffuſus— Ille 
poſt Dei traditionem, poſt connexam et ubique conjunctam Catholicæ 
Ecclefiz unitatem, humanam conetur Eccleſiam facere, &e. &. 
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Biſhop of Rome. Cornelius having law- 
fully, and according to the will of Gon 
and CHRISH ſucceeded, on the death of Fa- 
bianus, whoever will be made Biſhop, whilſt 
he fills the epiſcopal chair, muſt. be. ordained 
out of the Church: for he cannot be or- 
dained by the Church, who does not main- 
tain the Church's unity. Whoever he be, 
or whatever he may. boaſt of, or aſſume to 
himſelf, he is profane: he is an alien: he is 
out of the Church: and ſince after the fr/, 
there can be no ſecond, whoever is made Bi- 
ſhop. after the ft can be no ſecond Biſhop— 
he can be no Biſhop at all*.”” „The Church, 
continues he, is but one; and if it be with No- 
vation, it is not with Cornelius if it be with 
Cornelius, Novation is not in the Church.” 
A little before he writes, That no man 
could be baptized or ſanctified in the commu- 
nion of Novation f. So that in St. Cyprian's 
opinion, to have two Biſhops at once is utterly 
inconſiſtent with the conſtitution of the 
Chriſtian Church. And they who adhere to the 
ſecond Biſhop, or a ſeparateſt miniſter from the 
Church, do thereby forfeit all their right to 


* Idem, Epiſt. 55. p. 243. + Idem, Epiſt. 69. 
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the bleſſings and privileges of the Church. 


But to have many Preſbyters and Deacons 
was a thing ordinary and neceſſary. We read 
of many of both theſe orders, in Cyprian's 
Epiſtles, who belonged to the Church of 
Carthage, of which he was Biſhop. And 
Cornelius, Biſhop of Rome, in his Epiſtle 
to Fabius, Biſhop of Antioch, tells us, that in 
his Church of Rome there were et i ſix 


Preſbyters, and ſeven Deacons“. 


In another place Cyprian ſays, 5 This is, 
and ought to be our chief care and ſtudy, 
that we maintain the unity, which was deli- 


vered by our Loxp and his Apoſtles, to us 


their ſucceſſors; and to gather into the Church, 
the wandering ſheep, which factious and here- 
tical men have ſeparated from their mother * 

As a farther and indiſputable proof of the 
ſuperior and diſtinct rank, power, and order of 
Biſhops from that of Preſbyters, we find this 
eminent Biſhop, ſaint, and martyr, ſpeaking 
of his prieſts as well as his laity, as kings 
generally do of their /ubjes, cc My clergy and 
people, my Prefoyters and Deaconsf ; and though 


* Cyprianus, Epiſt. 45. p. 232. 
| I Þ Ibid. Epiſt. 41. p. 17, 29, 31, 40, 45, &c. 


Preſbyters 


LETTER II. oe” 

Preſbyters were admitted to a kind of part- 
nerſhip.; in the paſtoral charge with the Biſhop, 
and this glorious martyr often calls them 
cc Compreſtyteros,” his fellow-preſbyters, they 
could not do any ecclefiaftical act without the 
Biſhop” s permiſſion, and were liable to be 
cenſured by him, when they made any ſuch 
attempt. When, therefore, ſome of his 
Preſpyters, in his abſence, and without his 

| conſent, would have reſtored to the Church's 
communion ſome people who had lapſed in 
the time of perſecution, he tells them, That 
he had a long time held his peace, hoping by 
his forbearance to have obliged them to be 
quiet. But their exceſſive preſumption would 
not ſuffer him to be ſilent any longer. For 
what a dreadful proſpect, ſays he, muſt we 
have of the divine - vengeance, when ſome of 
the Preſbyters, neither mindful of the Goſpel, 
nor of their own tation; neither regarding the 
future judgment of Gon, nor the Biſhop who 
now preſic des over them, dare arrogate to them- 
ſelves, what was never attempted under any 
of my predeceſſors *?” What do Py think 


* Idem principio Epiſt. 16. p. 194. Dieu patientiam meam tenui, 
Fratres cariſſimi, quaſi verecundum lilentium noſtrum proficeret ad 
; Ju Sed cum, &c. : 
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of this ſubordination of Preſbyters to their 
Biſhops, in Cyprian's age, and under his pre- 
deceſſors? What would our frft di Henting 
Preſbyters have ſaid, if our Biſhops had treated 
them in the manner Cyprian did theſe Preſ- 
byters of his, whom he excommunicated, 4 
little after, for a leſſer fault than ſeparating 
from the Church? and what would our pre- 


ſent diſſenting miniſters ſay now, if government 


was to ſecond our preſent Biſhops in exer- 
ciſing a ſimilar Church diſcipline on them, 
who, in ſuch an enlightened age ought to 
know better, and think more liberally, than 
their fanatic fathers? 

Firmilian, Biſhop of Cæſarea, in Cappado- 


cia, one of Cyprian's cotemporaries, in an 


Epiſtle to him, perfectly agrees with him in 
calling Biſhops the ſucceſſors of the Apoſtles, 
&c.* V. 5 
In the declining part of this century, and 
the beginning of the next, lived Euſebius. 
He had made a moſt diligent and ſueceſsful 
ſearch into the antient records of the Church, 
and the Chriſtian writers who lived before 


Cyprian. Epiſt. $5. p. 324+ Poteſtas ergo, &c. | 
| | | him 3 


m 57 
him; and he derives the Biſhops of all the 
Churches from the Apoſtles. 5 

How many, ſays he, of the Apoſtles diſci- 


ples, and who they were that faithfully copied 


the example of the Apoſtles, and were ap- 


proved to be Shepherds of the Churches 
which they founded, is not eaſy to ſay, beſides 


thoſe whom Paul himſelf mentions. He had 
indeed a great number of aſſiſtants, and, as 


he calls them fellow-ſoldiers, whoſe memories 


are preſerved to all poſterity in his Epiſtles— 


And Luke, in the Acts of the Apoſtles, men- 


tions ſome of them by name. Of theſe Ti- 
mothy is ſaid to have been the firſt Biſhop of 
Epheſus, Titus of the Churches in Crete®, 

A little after he proceeds to tell us that 


« Creſcens was ſent to Gallia: ſo he calls 


Galatia, as St. Paul himſelf is witneſs. Li- 
nus, whom he mentions in his ſecond to Ti- 


mothy, as being at Rome with him, was made 


Biſhop of Rome next after Peter. Clemens}, 
5 who 


* Fuſcb. Eccleſ. Hiſt. Lib. 3. Cap. 4. O ura, nal TW, 
vious na t He, Tas p airay ldpubelce travel oH Hy 
idgxecaMnoav inxanoiac, & padior kr, An GTrys Goes av rig tn A 
Hal S A; oro, &c . | 

+ This Clemens, as I ſhould have told you before, who could 


not be ignorant of our Lord's intention, nor of the Apoſtle's doe- 


trine 
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who was the third Biſhop of Rome, is owned 
by St. Paul, as his fellow-labourer. and fellow. 
wreſtler. And Dionyſius the Arcopagite, 
whom Luke mentions as Paul's firſt-convert, 
after his oration in the Arcopagus at Athens, 
is reported to have been the firſt Biſhop of 


that Church by another Dionyſius, a very an- 


cient writer, and Biſnop of Corinth. And in 
the ſequal of this hiſtory, the ſucceſſion of 
Biſhops from the Apoſtles ſhall be ſet daun 
in their orders“. 

This was che riſe of epiſcopacy, according 
to Euſebius. And in the following parts of 
his hiſtory, he has given us ſuch exact and au- 
thentic catalogues of the Biſhops, who pre- 
ſided in all the principal cities of the Roman 


empire, from the Apoſtles down to his own 


time, that it is as impoſſible for an impartial 
man, who ſhall compare this hiſtorian with 
the reſt of the ata. fathers, to doubt, 


thike in a matter of tuch 3 concern as the ſucceſſion of df 
ficers in the Church, informs us, that The Apoſtles having it re- 
vealed by our Loxp J=svs CHRIST, that contentions would ariſe 
about epiſcopacy, or Church government, , on this account ordained 
Biſhops and Deacons, and gave them this preſcript, That upon their 
death, other approved men ſhould ſucceed } in their miniſtry. oh Vid. 
Clemens. Epiſt. ad Corinth. Cap. 44. i e o¹ Ar οοον 2 gaacan 


die 7s Kune H Inc Xpiore, & c. And Cap, 42, 
* Ibidem, 


whether 


LEFTFEE 1! 1 
whether there was a ſucceſſion - of Biſhops” 
from the Apoſtles, as it would be to call in 
queſtion the ſucceſſion of Roman Emperors 
from Julius Cæſar, or the ſucceſſion of Kings 
in any other country. Indeed thoſe who have 
been produced, and others who have been 
paſſed by, leſt my letter ſhould exceed all 
bounds, are ſuch a multitude of unexception- 
able witneſſes, as can ſcarce be collected for 
any other matter of fact, except the riſe and 
progreſs of Chriſtianity ; ſo that whoever ſhall 
deny this, as our Diſſenters do, may with bet- 
ter reaſon reject all hiſtories whatever. 

It would be an eaſy matter to continue this 
account of the government of the Church by 


Biſhops through all ſucceeding ages to this 


time; but it being univerſally confeſſed, even 


by the profeſſed enemies of epiſcopacy, that 


the church was governed by Biſhops of a ſu- 
perior order to mere Preſbyters, after the time 
of Conſtantine, in which Euſebius, the laſt 
witneſs I have cited lived, it will be needleſs 
to carry it beyond this period. However, to 
confirm what has been faid, I ſhall enquire, in 
my next Letter, whether in the age of Con- 
ſtantine, or thoſe who ſucceeded him, the go- 


vernment 


. T9 Nt ; 


CORES F 0 
ju — — 


LETTER I. 
vernment of the Church, by Biſhops was 


reckoned a late and human inſt 


f 


tution, or o 


divine appointment, and derived from the 


5 


: 
* 


| 


Apoſtles. 


I am, &c. 


3 — ——ů—ů— 2 


LETTER 


LETTER III. 


IN this Letter, I am to proceed with the in- 

quiry I promiſed in my laſt. I begin 
with Athanaſius. He tells Dracontius, who 
declined a Biſhoprick to which he was elected, 
that © Since the government of the Church 
by Biſhops was inſtituted by the Apoſtles, 
according to Carisr's direction, by refuſing 
to be a Biſhop, in that exigence of affairs, he 


would deſpiſe our Saviour, who ordained the 


epiſcopal office.” And he adds, That if 
all others before him had been of his mind, 
he could not have been made a Chriſtian ; 
or if others after him ſhould take up the ſame 
reſolution, the Churches could not ſubſiſt®. 
Here we ſee that Biſhops were of our Logp's 
appointment, and eſſential to the conſtitution 
of the Church. 


* Athanafii Epiſt. = Dragontium. Toms 1. page 264. 26 8. 
Edit. Ferie. 3 


Epiphanius 
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Epiphanius accounting why St. Paul, in 
ſome places, mentions only Biſhops and Dea- 
cons without Preſbyters; in others Preſbyters 
and Deacons without Biſhops, gives this rea- 
ſon for it: * That the Apoſtles could not 
perfectly ſettle all things at once, and there- 
fore, in their converſions, where no perſon 
was fitly qualified to be a Biſhop, they only 
ordained Preſbyters and Deacons ; and ſuch 
places remained, for the preſent, without a 
Biſhop. In other places, where one was found 
fit to be a Biſhop, but by reaſon of the ſmall 
number of believers, there were no others qua- 
lified to be Preſbyters, they ordained only 
Biſhops and Deacons; but never was any 
Biſhop without a Deacon to miniſter to 
him“. This account he affirms to be ta- 
ken from the moſt ancient hiſtories Ga gur rig 
drops; and it is evident that, in his time, 
every perſon of intelligence believed that the 
ſuperiority of Biſhops over ee was 
eſtabliſhed by the Apoſtles. 

St. Ambroſe having ſaid, © That one FO 
is required by Gop of Biſhops, another of 
Prieſts, and another of Deacons,” preſently 
| adds, cc That in order to deſcribe the office of 


% 8 Hzres. 75 Sect. 5 Pag. 908. Edit. Paris. 


Biſhops 
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Biſhops, he would go through the rules which 
the Apoſtle has preſcribed for every a& of 
the epiſcopal office*.” He then proceeds to 
explain that part of St. Paul's Epiſtle to Ti- 
mothy, which concerns the ordination and 
office of Biſhops. By this it is clear that 
St. Ambroſe conſidered Biſhops as a ſuperior 
order to Preſbyters, and allowed that they were 
ſettled in the Church, in the days of the 
; Apoſtles, and by their direction. 

It is very common for the fathers, in this 
and the following ages, to uſe the names of 
Apoſtles and Biſhops as ſynonymous terms. 
Thus Epaphroditus, and others, whom St. 
Paul himſelf called Apoſtles, are generally 
ſaid to have been Biſhops, as was mentioned 
above. It would be endleſs to cite all the 
| witneſſes who might be produced on this oc- 
caſion, and therefore I ſhall only mention 
two or three more, who having ſaid that the 
names of Biſhop and Preſbyter were uſed 
promiſcuouſly, and without any diſtinction in 
the apoſtolic age, may be thought leſs preju- 
diced in favour of the epiſcopal order, than 
ſome others. Let us ſee then, whether thoſe 


* Ambroſius Lib. De Dignitate Sacerd. ſub finem. Cap. 4. mox 
initio, Cap. 5. 
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fathers inferred that there was a parity be- 
tween the offices of -Preſbyters and Biſhops, 
becauſe they ſuppoſed chem to have had * 
ſame names. 

One of thoſe, and perhaps the rt who 
ſpeaks of the promiſcuous uſe of the names 
of Biſhop and Preſbyters, was St. Chryſoſtom, 
who lived about - the end of the fourth cen- 
tury. But he declares, in many places, that 


| Biſhops and Preſbyters were quite diſtinct 


orders in the Apoſtolic age. 
In his Eleventh Homily on the Firſt Epiſ- 
tle of Paul to Timothy, he ſays, © The rea- 


ſon why the Apoſtle, having delivered rules 


for the behayiour of Biſhops, immediately 
proceeds to the Deacons, without mentioning 
the intermediate order of Preſbyters, was 
this: That there was not a very great differ- 
ence between Biſhops and Preſbyters; for 
even Preſbyters are permitted to teach and 
preſide over the Church: ſo that the ſame 
rules which are preſcribed for Biſhops may 
alſo ſerve for Preſbyters; there being ſcarce 


any act of the epiſcopal office which may not 


be exerciſed by en, cept impoſition 


of hands*.” 


„ St. Chryſoft. Principia Homil. 11. in 1 Timoth. 


80 


LETTER III. 6; 
So that in this father's opinion, the order 
of Biſhops was diſtin& from that of Preſby- 
ters, when St. Paul wrote his Epiſtle to Ti- 
mothy, however their names might not ther 
be conſtantly diſtinguiſhed. And the impoſi- 
tion of hands, which he makes the Biſhop's 
prerogative, as all other ancient fathers do, 
was in his judgment, though our Diſſenters 
think nothing of it, a matter of ſuch impor- 
tant and high conſequence, that he calls it, 
very properly, © The chief and principal of all 
ecclefraſtical powers, and that which, above 
every thing, maintains and holds together the 
Chriſtian Church“. 
The jr/t of the Latin fathers, who is cited 
for the promiſcuous uſe. of the names of 
Biſhop and Preſbyter, is the Author of the 
Commentaries of St. Paul's Epiſtles, pub- 
| liſhed under the name of St. Ambroſe, who 
profeſſes himſelf to write under Pope Da- 
-maſus, who died in the year of our Loxn 
384. And, if we may rely on this Author's 
judgment, there were Biſhops, in the ſtricteſt 
ſenſe of this name, when St. Paul wrote his 
. Firſt Epiſtle to the Corinthians: for he, ex- 


78. Chryſoſt, Principio Homil, 16. in 1 Tim. 
„ plaining 
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66 rr .. 
plaining that paſſage of this Epiſtle, where 


the women are commanded to have power over 


their heads, becauſe of the Angels, ſays, © That 
by Angels are meant Biſhops, as we may 


learn from St. John's Revelation*.” Whe- 


ther this interpretation be true, or otherwiſe, 
which is not material to know, it is a full 
proof that he thought there were Biſhops in 
the Church at that very early period. And 
that he meant Biſhops, diſtinct from Preſby- 
ters, is plain from what he ſays a little after— 
« That the Biſhop is the Vicegerent of 
Cazrsr, and repreſents his perſon.” “ That 
He decreed every Church ſhould be governed 
by one Biſhop, even as all things proceed 
from one Gop the FATRER.“ And, in ſe- 
veral other places, he tells us, That in a 
Church there were ſeveral Preſbyters and 
Neacons, but never more than one Biſhop, 


even in the Apoſtles times f. 


Not long after, flouriſhed Prong in 
the beginning of the fifth century. He makes 
the names of Biſhop and Preſbyter to have 


* Ambroſiaſter in 1 Cor. xi. 10. Poteſtatem, Velamen fignifica- 
Angelos Epiſcopos dicit, ſicut docetur in Apocælypſi Johannis. 
Ta Ibidem—Epiſcopus N habet Chriſti Vicarius Domini 


| eſt, & c. 
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been fynonimous terms, in the apoſtolic age; 
but then he will have thoſe of the chief or- 
der to have been called Apoſtles. © The 
ſame perſons, ſays he, were antiently called 
Biſhops and Preſbyters ; and they, whom we 
now call Biſhops, were then called Apoſtles. 
But in proceſs of time the name of Apoſtles 
was appropriated to them who were Apoſtles 
in the ſtrict ſenſe; and the reſt, who had for- 
merly the name of Apoſtles, were ſtiled Bi- 
ſhops. In this ſenſe Epaphroditus is called 
the Apoſtle of the Philippians; Titus the 
Apoſtle of the Cretians; and Timothy of 
Aſia“.“ | 
From theſe teſtimonies, with many others 
eaſy to be produced, it appears, that in the 
next age, after the Roman Emperors profeſſed 
the Chriſtian religion, the diſtinction of the 
Clergy from the Laity, and of Biſhops from 
the lower orders of Clergymen, were always 
reckoned to be of divine inſtitution, and de- 
rived from the Apoſtles down to that time. 
And it deſerves to be obſerved, that there is 
ſcarce any doctrine of Chriſtianity, which met 
with leſs oppoſition in the primitive ages of 


0 Theodoretus in x Tim. 2. 
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the Church than 2516. Indeed, in Tertullian's 
time, there were ſome who allowed Laymen 
to execute all the functions of the ſacerdotal 
office, as our Sectarians do.—“ Their ordi- 
nations, ſays he, are without diſtinction, mu- 
table and unfixed. One is a Biſhop to day, 
another to-morrow. To day he is a Deacon, 
who is a Reader the day after. To day he is a 
Preſbyter, who to-morrow is a Layman; for 
they commit the ſacerdotal functions to Lay- 
men“ . 

But, what fort of principles were thoſe 
men of? If we believe Tertullian, they were 
ſuch as allowed not laymen only, but even 
women, contrary to St. Paul's expreſs com- 
mand, to teach in their public aſſemblies; and, 
as he ſuppoſes, to baptizef. Some of them 
were for a plurality of Gods, and the reſt, 
who declared for the unity of the Godhead, 
ſpoke of God in a very different manner from 
what the Church, in all ages, has believed, 
and the Scriptures deſcribe him to be. So 
that we need not envy any man the company 
of theſe heretics, in ſpeaking againſt the 
Chriſtian prieſthood, who neither regarded the 


* Tertullianus de Præſcrip. Hæret. Cap. 41. &c. 
+ Ibidem. I Ibidem. Paulo ante; 
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authority of our Loxp's Apoſtles, nor wor- 
ſhipped the ſame Gop with Chriſtians. 

Aſterwards, in the fourth century, ap- 
peared Aerius, a Preſbyter of Sebaſtia in 
Pontus, and a follower of Aerius's hereſy ; 
who, having been diſappointed of the Biſhop- 
ric of Sebaſtia, began to load the Biſhop 
with calumnies, and by other artifices, to 
leſſen his authority with the people. When 
he could not compaſs his deſign by theſe 
means, he left the Biſhop's communion, and 
drew a party after him, whom he perſuaded, 
in order to make them adhere to him in . 
poſition to their Biſhop, that Biſhops and 
Preſbyters were of the ſame order, and that 
there is no act of religion which a Preſbyter 
is not as capable of doing as a Biſhop. For 
which opinion, particularly, he is ranked 
among the heretics by Epiphanius, his co- 
temporary, who calls it a motion © full of 
folly and madneſs, beyond what human na- 
ture is capable of“. So that this is rather a 
confirmation that it was the received opinion 
of that age, that the order of Biſhops was ſu- 
perior to that of Preſbyters ; otherwiſe Aeri- 
us's aſſertion could not have been condemned 
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for hereſy, or even ſingularity. This Sebaſtian 
Preſbyter ſeems to have been ſuch a genius 
as ſome of our firſt Diſſenters were. 

All theſe hiſtoric proofs conſidered, is it 
not ſtrange that St. Jerom's ſingle conjecture, 
about the original of epiſcopacy, ſhould pre- 


judice any man of literature or thought, 


againſt the divine inſtitution of it? Jerom's 


opinion, and the foundation of it, as he himſelf 


explains them in an Epiſtle to Evagrius, and in 
his Comment on the Firſt Chapter of Titus, 
were ſhortly this: Having obſerved that the 
name of Biſhop and Preſbyter are uſed pro- 
miſcuouſly in the Scriptures, and that the 

Apoſtles call themſelves Preſbyters*, which I 
accounted for in a former letter, Jerom con- 
cludes, that at firſt there was no diſtinction be- 
tween their Officers, but that Apoſtle, Biſhop, 
and Preſbyter, were only different names of 
the ſame thing; and that the Churches were 
then generally governed by a college of Preſ- 
byters, equal in 'rank and dignity to one 
another. Afterwards diviſions being occa- 
ſioned by this parity among Preſbyters, when 
every Preſbyter began to claim, as his own par- 
ticular ſubjects, thoſe whom he had baptized; 


* x Peter v. 1.—2 John j,—3 John i. ; 
: and 
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and it was ſaid by the people, 1 am of Paul, 
and I of Apollos, and 1 of Cephas. To remedy 
this evil, it was decreed, all the world over, 
that one of the Preſbyters, in every Church, 
ſhould be fet over the reſt, and peculiarly 
called Biſhop ; and that the chief care of the 
Church ſhould be committed to him.” 

In this account of the riſe of epiſcopal pri- 
macy over Preſbyters, it may be obſerved, 
that St. Jerom founds it on the ſynonimous 
uſe of the names of Apoſtle, Biſhop, and 
Preſbyter, which was obſeryed by St. Chry- 
ſoſtom, Theodoret, and other antient fathers, 
| who never thought of drawing ſuch an infer- 
ence from it; but, on the contrary, always af- 
firmed, that there was a diſparity of order 
among them, notwithſtanding their names 
were uſed promiſcuouſly. And I hope you 
are ſatisfied, from what I have wrote you on 
much higher authorities, that this imagination 
of St. Jerom's was a poor foundation to build 
ſuch an opinion on. But it is not ſtrange, 
that having exalted Preſbyters to a parity with 


Apoſtles, contrary to the moſt plain teſtimony 


ol the Scriptures, he ſhould equal them with 
Biſhops, contrary to the ſenſe of the antient 
fathers. I wiſh our Diſſenters of learning and 

E 4 candor 
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candor would, for the ſake of truth, peace, 
decency, and conſcience, never talk or teach 
again ſuch abſurdities as this miſtake of St. 

Jerom has led them into. For 
The premiſes, . on which this opinion is 

founded, being inconcluſive, there is no rea- 

ſon to pay any regard to what he ſays of the 
decree paſſed in all Churches, for the raiſing 
of one Preſbyter above the reſt, which he does 
not indeed pretend to ſupport by any antient 
teſtimony. He only conjeCtures, that ſuch a 
decree mult have been paſſed, becauſe he had 
before conjectured, that Apoſtles, Biſhops and 
Preſbyters, were all equal at the firſt. But 
when or by what authority was this decree 
enacted? If in the ſecond century, as ſome 
would perſuade us, for no better reaſon than 
that they are unwilling to derive epiſcopacy 
from the Apoſtles, it is moſt ſurpriſing, not 
only that no Preſbyter in the world ſhould 
take it ill, that one of his Fellow-Preſoyters 
ſhould be advanced above him, or think it 
his duty to oppoſe this unſcriptural model. 
But that fo great a change ſhould be intro- 
duced in all parts of the Chriſtian world, at 
a time when the. Church flouriſhed with men 
of great parts and learning, and yet not the 
leaſt 
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leaſt mention be made of it in any of their 
writings; but on the contrary, both they and 
the Chriſtian writers of the next ages after 
them, ſhould always ſpeak of the primacy of 
Biſhops over Preſbyters, as no late invention, 
but of antient right, and derived from the 
Apoſtles themſelves. We may as well affirm, 
contrary to the accounts of- all hiſtorians, 
that all nations in the world were firſt republics, 
and afterwards, at a certain time, which no 
perſon knows of, they became monarchies, by 
general conſent, on account of their being 
obnoxious to factions. 

But it is unneceſſary to n more ob- 
jections againſt this notion, ſince Jerom 
himſelf plainly refers the making of this e- 
cree to the Apoſtles. He not only aſſigns, as 
the occaſion of it, 'the attachment of ſome to 
Paul, of others to Apollos, and of others to 
Peter, which 1s reproved in St. Paul's firſt 


Epiſtle to the Corinthians; but in this ſame 


Epiſtle, to Evagrius, he expreſsly calls the 
diſtinction of Biſhops, Preſbyters, and Dea- 
cons, an Apoſtolic tradition, and taken by the 
Apoſtles from the Old Teftament, where Aaron, 
his ſons, the prieſts, and Levites, correſpond 
| to 


74 LETTER III. 


to the three orders of the Chriſtian Church?. 

And in his catalogue of eccleſiaſtical writers 
he affirms, that Preſently after our Loxp's 
Aſcenſion, James was ordained Biſhop of Je- 
ruſalem, by the Apoſtles—Timothy was 
made Biſhop of Epheſus—Titus, Biſhop of 
Crete, by St. Paul—Polycarp, Biſhop of 
Smyrna, by St. John—and he mentions ſeve- 
ral other Biſhops, who lived in the next age 
after the Apoſtles. So that even in St. 
Jerom's opinion, after all, the primacy of 
Biſhops over Preſbyters, was an 3 
inſtitution. 

But whatever was St. Jerom's ſenſe of this 
matter, ſince it has appeared to be ill 
grounded, and contrary both to the univerſal 
conſent of primitive antiquity, and of the 
Scriptures, we need not have the ſmalleſt 
concern about it. The truth is, ſome Dea- 
cons, who enjoyed richer places in the Church 
than many of the Preſbyters, claimed ſeveral 
privileges ſuperior to them, and were unwil- 
ling to be admitted into that order, This ir- 


* Ut ſciamus Traditiones Apoſtolicas ſumptas de Veteri Teſta- 
mento; quod Aaron, et Filii ejus, atque Levitæ in Templo fuerint; 
hoc ſibi Epiſcopi, Preſbyteri & Diaconi vindicent in Eccleſia.— Jer. 
Epiſt. ad Evag. 
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| regularity was ſo highly reſented by St. Jerom, 
who was a man of paſſion, and only a Preſ- 
byter, that to raiſe his own order beyond the 
competition of Deacons, he endeavoured” to 
make it equal by its original inſtitution with 
Biſhops and Apoſtles. It is common for the 
beſt of men, in the heat of diſputation, to 
run into one extreme by avoiding another. 
And thus did good St. Jerom. Yet even at 

this time he owns, in the ſame Epiſtle to 
Evagrius, that none but Biſhops had a right 
to ordain miniſters. And in many other 
places he approves of the ſubordination of 
Preſbyters to Biſhops, and never once allows 
mere Preſbyters the power of ordaining, or 
ſeems. inclined to introduce a parity of mi- 
niſters into the Church. 

I perſuade myſelf you are now convinced 
from the Scripures, and the moſt eminent wri- 
ters of the four firſt centuries, that as our 
Lorp was ſent by Gop the FaTnzs to eſta- 
bliſh a Church in the world ; ſo the Apoſtles 
were authorized by our Lord to enlarge and 
govern the Church after his aſcenſion, -and 
that they derived the ſame authority to their 


ſucceſſors, the Biſhops, who always have been, 
are, 
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are, and will be, the ſupreme order of church 
officers, till the end of the world. 


Before I leave this argument, Fa might prove 
to you that, as there was a parity of power gi- 


ven by Cnxisr to the Apoſtles, which all the 


Diſſenters of our Church allow, the ſame 


| parity was derived by the Apoſtles to their 


ſucceſſors, the Biſhops ; and that none of the 
epiſcopal dignity were inveſted by our Loo, 


or by his Apoſtles, with any particular juriſ- 
. diffion or power over any of the reſt of their 


order. But this is not a part of our diſpute 
with the Proteſtant Diſſenters. I ſhall how- 
ever add, for your ſatisfaction, that though all 


the Biſhops of the primitive Church were 


inveſted with the ſame office and authority, 
ſome of them were ſuperior to others in place; 
ds it was, before their inſtitution, i in the college 
of Apoſtles*.” 

In the firſt age of Chriſtianity, our Lord's 
kinſmen, the Biſhops of Jeruſalem, were 
reckoned the fir} of the epiſcopal college. Af. 
terwards the Biſhop of Rome, the chief me- 
tropolis of the world, was allowed to have the 
pre- eminence by common conſent. On this 


* Vid. Archbp. Potter on Church Government, Chap. li 
Dr. Cave's Primitive Chriſtianity, &c, 


account, 
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account, and on this only, Cyprian calls the 
Church of Rome the principal Church; and that 
Rome ought to precede Carthage, pro magni- 
tudine ſud, by reaſon of its greatneſs, but for 
no other reaſon. For a ſimilar cauſe, when the 
Roman Emperors made Conſtantinople the 
place of their reſidence, the Biſhop of Con- 
ſtantinople was next in dignity-to the Biſhop 
of Rome. Before that period, the Biſhop of 
Alexandria, which was the next city to Rome 
for wealth and the number of its inhabitants, 
had the ſecond place in the college of Bi- 
ſhops. The third place was allowed to the 
Biſhop of Antioch, which was the zhir city 
in the Roman empire. For the ſame reafon, 
when Cæſarea was made the political metroplis 
of Paleſtine, and our Loxp's kinſmen were 
all dead, the Biſhop of Cæſarea preceded the 
Biſhop of Jeruſalem, and all others in that 
province. And to mention only one more in- 
ſtance, the reſt of the African Biſhops gave 
place to the Biſhop of Carthage, which was 
the principal city in that country. So that the 
Biſhops of the greater cities ſeem, by a ge- 
neral conſent, to have taken place of the 
Biſhops of the leſſer and more obſcure 
eities. 


The 
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The truth is, as Chriſtianity increaſed and 


overſpread all parts, and eſpecially the cities 


of the Roman empire, it was found neceſſary 
to enlarge yet farther the epiſcopal office; 
and as there was commonly a Biſhop in every 


great city, ſo in the metropolis (as the Ro- 
mans called it) the mother city of every pro- 


vince, wherein they held Courts of Civil Ju- 


dicature, there was 


An AR chBIsHO or Mzrkorol rrax“. | 
He had eccleſiaſtical juriſdiction over all 
the Churches within that province. He was 


ſuperior to all the Biſhops within thoſe limits. 


To him it belonged either to ordain or to ratify 
the elections and ordinations of all the Biſhops 
within His province, inſomuch that, without 
bis confirmation, they were looked upon as 


null and void. Once, at leaſt, every year, be 


was to ſummon the Biſhops under him to a 


| Synod, to enquire into and direct the eccleſi- 
aſtical affairs within that province—to inſpect 


the lives and manners, the opinions and prin- 
ciples, of his Biſhops—to admoniſh, reprove, 
and /uſpend them that were diſorderly and irre- 


gular. If any controverſies or contentions 


* Vid. Dr, Cave's Primitive Chriſtianity. 
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happen between any of them, be was to have 
the bearing and determination of them; and 
indeed, no matter of moment was done within 
the whole province, without firſt conſulting 
him in the caſe. 

Beſides this Metropolitan, there was many | 
times another in the ſame province, who en- 
joyed nothing but the name and title, his 
epiſcopal ſee being, by the Emperor's Prag- 
matic, erected into the dignity of a metropolis. 
He was only an | ? 

Honorary METROPOLITAN. 

He poſſeſſed no real power and juriſdiction, 
and had no other privilege, but that he took 
place above other ordinary Biſhops, in all 
things elſe equally ſubject with them to the 
Metropolitan of the province, as the council 
of Chalcedon determines in this caſe “. 

When this office of Metropolitan firſt began, 
is uncertain, but this we know, that the coun- 
cil of Nice, ſettling the juſt rights and privi- 
leges of Metropolitan Biſhops, ſpeaks of them 
as a thing of ancient date, uſhering in the canon 
with an apxarn thh xparury, Let ancient cuſtoms 
frill take placef. The original of the inſtitution 
ſeems to have been partly to comply with 


# Concil, Chalc, Can. 22. + Ibid, Can. 6. 
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peoples occaſions, who often reſorted to the 
metropolis for diſpatch of their affairs, and fo 
might fitly diſcharge their civil and eccleſtaſti- 
cal concerns both at once; and partly, becauſe 
of the great confluence of people to that city, 
that the Biſhop of it might have pre-eminence 
above the reſt, and the honor of the church 
bear ſome proportion to that of the ſtate®. 

After this, ſprang up another branch of the 
epiſeopal office, as much ſuperior to that of 
Metropolitans, as theirs was to ordinary Bi- 
ſhops. Theſe were called | 


PRIMATES and PATRIARCHS. 


They had the juriſdiction over many pro- 
vinces. For the underſtanding of this, it is 
neceſſary to know, that when Chriſtianity 
came to be fully ſettled in the world, they 
contrived to model the external government 
of the Church as near as might be to the ci- 
vil government of the Roman empire. The 
parallel is moſt exactly drawn by an ingeni- 
ous writer of our own nation If and the ſum 
of it is this : | 


1 " Vid. Concil. Antioch. Can. 9. 
+ Edw. Breerwo2d. Patriarch, Governm. of the Ancient Church, 
| Queſt. 1. 


3 


into thirteen dioceſes, (ſo they called thoſe di- 
viſions,) and thoſe contained about one hun- 
| dred and twenty provinces, and every province 


ſeveral cities. Now, as in every city, there 


was a 7emporal magiſtrate, for the executing 


of juſtice, and keeping the peace, both for 


that city, and the towns round about it, ſo 
there was alſo a Biſhop for ſpiritual order and 


government, whoſe juriſdiction was of like 


extent and latitude. 


In every province there was a Proconſul or - 


Preſident, whoſe ſeat was uſually at the me- 
tropolis, or chief city of the province; and 
hither all inferior cities came for judgment in 
matters of importance. And in proportion 


to this there was in the ſame city an Archbi- 


ſhop or Metropolitan for matters of Eccle- 


ſiaſtical concernment. Laſtly, in every dio- 


ceſe, the Emperors had their Vicarii or Lieu- 
tenants, who dwelt in the principal city of 


the dioceſe, where all Imperial Ediffs were 


- publiſhed, and from whence they were ſent 
abroad into the ſeveral provinces, and where 
was the chief tribunal where all cauſes, not 


determinable elſewhere, were decided. And 
to anſwer this, there was in the ſame city a 


Vol. I. _— Primate 
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The whole empire of Rome was divided 
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Primate, to whom the laſt determination of 


ali appeals, from all the provinces, in differ- 
ences of the clergy, and the ſovereign care of 


all the dioceſe, for ſundry points of ſpiritual 
government, did belong. So that the Pa- 
triarch, as ſuperior to the Metropolitans, was to 
have, under his juriſdiction, not any one ſin- 


gle province, but a whole dioceſe, (in the old 


Roman notion of that word) conſiſting of 
many provinces. To HIN belonged the or- 
dination of all the Metropolitans who were 
under him, as alſo the ſummoning them to 
councils—the reforming and correfing the miſ- 
demeanors they were guilty of—and from his 
judgment and ſentence in things properly 
within his cognizance, there lay no appeal. 
To this I ſhall only add what Salmaſius has 
noted—that as the dioceſe, which was go- 
verned by Vicarius had many provinces under 
it, ſo the Præfectus Prætorio, had ſeveral 
dioceſes under him: and, in proportion to this, 
it probably was, that patriarchs were firſt 
brought in, who, if not ſuperior to primates in 
juriſaiction and power, were yet in Honor, by 
reaſon of the dignity of thoſe cities, where 
their /ees were fixed, as at Rome, Conſtanti- 
nople, 
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nople, Alexandria, Antioch, and Jeruſalem; 
a title and dignity which they retain to this 
day. 
I ſhall conclude this letter with Dr. G 8 


account of the inferiority and duties of Preſ- 


byters, in the primitive Church. He tells us 
The next office to Biſhops was that of 
Preſbyters, to whom it belonged—to preach 
to the people to adminiſter baptiſm—ro con- 
ſecrate the Euchariſt—and to be aſſiſtant to 
the Biſhop both in public miniſtrations, and 
in diſpatching the affairs of the Church. The 
truth is, the Preſbyters of every great city 


were a kind of eccleſiaſtical ſenate, under the 
care and preſidency of the Bifhop, whoſe coun- 


cil and aſſiſtance he made ule of in ruling thoſe 
ſocieties of Chriſtians that were under his 
charge and government, and were accordingly 
reckoned next in place and power to him. 
They are thus deſcribed 2 St. Gregory in 
his Iambics. 


of rd Jeurips: 
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* "Eg zaurly, Corm. 23. p. 244. Tom. 2. 
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84 : LETTER III. 


The venerable ſenate of Preſbyters, that prefi 4 


over the people, and poſſeſs the. SECOND throne, 


i. e. the place next to the Biſhop. 
They were called Clerici ſuperioris loci, and 
ſometimes (unleſs we underſtand it of the 
Chorepiſcopi) Antiſtites in ſecundo ordine; and, 
accordingly in churches, had ſeats of eminency 
placed for them, next to the Biſhop's throne®. 
Whereby was implied, ſays Zonaras, that 
they ought to uſe a proportionable care and 
providence towards the people, to inform and 
teach them, to direct and guide them, being 
appointed as eee with, and 4 e 

to the Biſhop. 

But though Preſbyters, by their „ 
had a power conferred on them to adminiſter 
holy things, yet after that the Church was 


| ſettled upon foundations of order and regula- 


rity, they did not -uſually exerciſe this power, 
within any 4toceſe, without leave and autho- 
rity from the Biſhop, much leſs take upon 
them to preach in his preſence. This cuſtom 
(however it. might be otherwiſe in the Eaſtern 
Church) we are ſure was conſtantly obſerved 


„ Theod. Leg. 11. Tit. 39. de fd. Teſt. Lib. 10. Sidon. 
Apo tl. 2 4. Epiſt. 11. p. 96. 
In Can. 58. Apoſts 
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in the Churches of Africa, till FW time of 


5 Valerius, St. Auguſtine's predeceſſor in the 


See of Hippo. Valerius was a Greek, and, 
by - reaſon of his little ſkill in the Latin 
tongue, unable to preach to the edification of 
the people, admitted St. Auguſtine, (whom 
he had lately ordained Preſbyter) to preach 
before him. This, though it was ill refented 
by ſome Biſhops in thoſe parts, yet quickly 
became a precedent for other Churches to 
follow after, and has ever fince been prac- 
tiſed. | 

My next A ſhall contain the ſenti- 
ments of ſome of our modern divines, both 
Lutheran and Calviniſtic, on this ſubjeR. 

I-remain, _ 


Four; We. 
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4 


. 
: 


© | HE venerable and learned Dr. Cave, in 
treating of the perſons who conſtituted 


the body of The Primitive Church, that the fr ſt 


and principal officer of the Church was the 
Biſhop—that he was of a rank and dignity, 
a power and authority, much higher than that 
of Preſbyters: that his peculiar work and 
principal duties were, to teach and inſtruct 
the people; to adminiſter the ſacraments ; to 
abſolve penitents; to eject and excommuni- 
cate obſtinate and incorrigible offenders 
among his Preſbyters, Deacons, or people; 
to prefide in the aſſemblies of the clergy; to 


ordain Preſbyters, Deacons, and other offi- 


cers of the Church; to call them to account; 
to ſuſpend, or deal with them according to the 
nature of the offence; to urge the ob- 
ſervance of eccleſiaſtic laws; and, to appoint 
and inſtitute fuch indifferent rites, as were for 

. - 
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the decent and orderly adminiſtration of his 
Churches. In ſhort, according to the notion 
of his name he was a c, a watchman, and 
ſentinel; and therefore, obliged kicker, di- 
ligently and carefully to inſpect and obſerve, 
to ſuperintend and provide for, thoſe that 
were under his charge. This, | 

Zonoras tells us, was implied in the Bi- 
ſhop's throne being placed on high, in the 
moſt eminent part of the Church, to denote 
his dignity, and how much it was his duty 

from thence to overlook, and very dihgently _ 
to obſerve, the people that were under him. 

Theſe and many more were the unqueſti- 
onable rights and duties of the epiſcopal of- 
fice ; but becauſe it was very difficult and 
troubleſome for one man to diſcharge, eſpe- 
cially where the Tzpoxic, or dioceſe (as we now 
call it) was any thing large, therefore upon the 
multiplying of Country Churches, it was 
thought proper to take in a ſubordinate fort of 

mee called 
e Cen EPIs cor 


Country; or, as amongſt us, they have been 
termed ſuſfragan Biſhops. Their buſineſs was 
to ſuperintend and inſpect the Churches, in 
the country, that lay more remote from the 
E + | city 
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city, where the epiſcopal See was, and which 
. the Biſhop could not always inſpect and over- 
ſee, in his own perſon. | 

- Theſe were the Vicarii Epiſcoporum, (as they 
are ſtiled in Iſidore's verſion of the thirteenth 
Canon, both of the Arcyran, and Neocæſarian 
council, ) the Biſhop's deputies, choſen out of 
the fitteſt and graveſt perſons. 

In the Canon of the laſt mentioned council, 
they are {aid to be choſen, in imitation of the 
ſeventy. Not the ſeventy Elders which Mo- 
ſes took in to bear part of the government, 
(as ſome have gloſſed the words of that Ca- 
non,) but of the ſeventy Diſciples, whom our 
Loxp made choice of to ſend up and down 
the countries to preach the Goſpel. Thus, 
both Zonoras and Balſamon underſtood it. 
And by reaſon of their great truſt and care, 
are commanded to be eſteemed very honora- 
ble. Their authority was much greater than 
that of the Preſbyters, and yet much infe- 
rior to the Biſhops. Biſhops really they 
were, though their power was confined within 
1 narrow limits“. They were not allowed to 
| _ erdain either Preſbyters or Deacons, unleſs 
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LETTER IV. 89 
particularly licenced to do ſo by the Biſhop 
of the dioceſe, though they might ordain the 
Sub-deacons, Readers, and other inferior of- 
ficers under them. They were to be aſſiſtant 
to the Biſhop : might be preſent at ſynods 
and councils ; to many of which we find their 
ſubſcriptions, and had power to give letters 
of peace, i. e. ſuch letters whereby the Biſhop 
of one dioceſe was wont to recommend any 
of his clergy to the Biſhop of another, that 
ſo a friendly underſtanding and correſpond- 
ence might be maintained between them; a 
privilege expreſsly denied to any mere Preſ- 
byter whatever. But leſt this wandering 
employment- of the Choreſpiſcopi ſhovld re- 
flect any diſhonor upon the epiſcopal office, 
there were certain Preſbyters appointed in 
their room called, T:pi0d:uras Or vi/itors, of- 
ten mentioned in the antient canons and ats 
of councils} who being confined to no certain 
place, were to go up and down the country, 
to obſerve and correct what was amiſs. Thoſe, 
without doubt, were the enix © Hpeofourepos, the 
rural Preſbyters, mentioned in the thirteenth 
Canon of the Næceſarian council, and who 


* Concil. Antioch. Can. 8. 
I Concil. Laodic. Can. 57. 


go 1  TETPTERK Iv; 


are there forbid to conſecrate the Eucharift in 
the City Church, in the preſence of the 
Biſhop of the City Preſbyters. 

After what I have ſent you from the wri- 
ters of antiquity, from Archbiſhop Potter, 
Dr. Cave, &c. in vindication of our epiſcopal 
Church government, need J ſay any more? 
If this is neceſſary, read Biſhop Stillingfleet's 
6 Unreaſonableneſs of Separation” — Read 
Chillingworth's © Apoſtolical Inſtitution of 
Epiſcopacy demonſtrated” —Strype's Annals 
and Lives“ The writings of our firſt Re- 
formed Biſhops, and the controverſial eminent 
divines of the Church of England, in the laſt 
century. If not already, you will then be 
enabled to ſay, with one of thoſe learned men, 
If our Diſſenters deny the Apoſtolical inſti- 
tution of epiſcopacy, and the ſuperiority of 
Biſhops over Preſbyters, I do not ſee how 
they can defend the A poſtolical inſtitution of 
the Lokp's day.” Both are founded on the 


ſame authority: the unanimous tradition of 


all the Chriſtian Churches in all their various 
ages and ſituations, confirmed by their uni- 
verſal practice and uniform doctrine for ſix- 
teen centuries. 


Blondel, 


LETTER IV. gr 


Blondel, Salmaſius and many other wri- 
ters for Preſbytery, are obliged to own that 
the rank and order of Biſhops were always far 
above that of Preſbyters. 

Peter de Moulin, in his Book of the 


Paſtoral office, written in defence of the 
Preſbyterian government, allows that Pre- 


ſently after the Apoſtles time, -or even in 
their time, as eccleſiaſtic ſtory witneſſeth, it 


was ordained that, in every city, one of the 


Preſbyters ſhould be ſelected and called a 


Biſhop, who ſhould have pre-eminence over 
his colleagues, 7o avoid confuſion, which often 
ariſeth out of equality. And indeed, adds he, 
This form of government all ann 2 
Where, received.“ | 

Beza, in his Treatiſe of a Three-fold Epiſ- 
copacy, divine, human and ſatanical, aſſerts 
concerning the ſecond, (which we call Apoſ- 


tolical,) © That of this kind is to be under- 


ſtood whatſoever we read, concerning the 
authority of Biſhops, in Ignatius, (whoſe ſen- 
timents I have wrote you) and other more 
ancient writers.” And in a Letter he ſent 
to Archbiſhop Cranmer, he paid the higheſt 
compliments of affection and honor to the 


Church of. England. 
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92 LETTER Ay. 
The celebrated Zanchius ſays, We do 
not difallow the fathers, in that after a divers 
way of diſpenſing the word, and governing 
©... the Church they multiplied divers orders of 
miniſters. It was lawful ſo to do, ſeeing 
they did it for honeft cauſes, appertaining, 
at that time, to the order, decency, and edifi- 
cation of the Church. For this reaſon, viz. 
That the nurſeries for diſſentions and ſchiſms 
might be taken away, we think that thoſe 
things which were ordained, before the coun- 
cil of Nice, concerning Archbiſhops ; nay, 
as touching the four Patriarchs, may be ex- 

cuſed and defended.” 

Among his reaſons for approving of the 
hierarchy were, 

1. The practice of the Primitive Church, 
preſently after the Apoſtles time. 

2. Becauſe he thought it is his duty to 
have great regard to thoſe reformed Churches, 
which retained both mp. _ ON 

| And, 

4" 3. Becauſe all the tw antes al- 
MM | though they had changed the names, yet in 
0 | effect they had kept the authority, as where 
* they had ſuper- intendants, &c. And 
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« What, continues Zanchius, can be 
ſhewed more certainly, out of the hiſtories, 


out of the councils, and out the writings of 


all the antient fathers, than that thoſe orders 
of miniſters of which we have ſpoken, have 


been ordained and received in the Church, by 


the general conſent of all Chriſtian Com- 
monwealths? And who then am I that 1 
| ſhould preſume to reprove that which the whole 
church hath approved 

Mr. Calvin, in his inſtitution of Chriſtian 
religion, ſays, <« Qurbus docendi munus injuntFum 
erat, &c.” Thoſe to whom was committed 
the office of teaching, they called, all of them, 
Preſbyters. Theſe elected out of their num- 
ber, in each city, one, to whom, in a ſpecial 
manner, they gave the title of Biſhop, leſt 
ſtrife and contention, (as it commonly hap- 
peneth) ſhould ariſe out of equality.” And 


In his Epiſtles to Archbiſhop Cranmer, he 


thus addreſſed him, 11Iuftrifſime Domine, et Or- 


natiſime Preſul, &c. Moſt Illuftrious Sir, and 


Moft Honorable Prelate, and by me, heartily, re- 
verenced. And tells him, © That, if he might 
be ſerviceable to the Church of England, he 


ee Strype's Annals, Vel. II. p. 653, 654- 


: | would 
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would not think much of paſſing over ten ſeas 
for that purpoſe.” And, in his Epiſtle to the 
King of Poland, he ſays of Patriarchs and 
Archbiſhops, © The ancient church did ap- 
point Patriarchs and Primates in every pro- 
vince, that, by this bond of concord, the Bi- 
ſhops might the better be knit together.” 

In his book, Of the Neceſſity of Re- 
forming the Church,” you may ſee how he 
ftood affected on the ſubject of Epiſcopacy, 
from theſe words : © Talem nobis Hierarchiam 
exbibeant,” &c. Let them give us ſuch an 
Hierarchy, in which Biſhops may be fo 
above the reſt, as they refuſe not to be under 
CurisT, and depend on him as their only 
head: that they maintain a brotherly ſociety, 


' &c. If then there be any that do not be- 


have themſelves with all reverence and obe- 
dience toward them, there is no anatbhema, but 


I confeſs them worthy of it.“ 


When Calvin, Bullinger, and others of the 
moſt eminent and learned foreign divines 
wrote to King Edward VI. congratulating him 


on his eſtabliſhment of religion in Englands 
they not only offered to make him their de- 


fender, but alſo to have Biſhops in all their 


Churches, as there were in England; and they 


made 
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made him a tender of their ſervices to aſſiſt, 
and unite the whole of the reformed churches 
together. Of this we are aſſured, on good 
authority, by Strype, in his Memorials of 
Archbiſhop Cranmer; and he farther informs 
us, that this propoſal of Calvin, &c. to 
our King and Church, nettled exceedingly 
the learned at the council of Trent, who 
came to the knowledge of it by ſome of their 
private intelligencers; and they really thought 
that all the heretics, (as they called them,) 
would now unite among themſelves, and become 
one body, receiving the ſame diſcipline exerciſed in 
England; which, if it ſhould happen, and 
they ſhould have heretical Biſhops near them, 
in thoſe parts, they concluded that Rome 
and her clergy would utterly fall. Where- 
upon, were ſent two of their emiſſaries from 
Rotterdam into England, who were to pretend 


themſelves Anabaptiſts, and preach againſt 


baptizing infants, and preach up re-Saptixing, 
and a fifth monarchy upon earth. Beſides this, 


one D. G. authoriſed by this ſame ſynod of 


'Trent, diſpatched a letter,* written in May 
1549 


* This letter, the hiſtorian ſays, was afterwards printed. Sir 
Henry Sidney firſt met with it in Queen Elizabeth's cloſet, among 
ſome 
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96 LETTER TI. 
1549, from 'Delft in Holland, to the Popiſh 
deprived Biſhops here, of whom Gardener 


and Bonner were two, ſignifying the coming 


of theſe pretended Anabaptiſts, and that zhey 
ſhould receive them and cheriſh them, and take 
their parts, if they ſhould chance to receive 
any checks; telling them that it was left 
to them to aſſiſt in this cauſe, and to ſome 
others, whom they knew to be well affected 
to Mother Church. 

Unhappily for ein and for the Proteſ- 
tant religion, the Biſhops Gardiner and Bon- 
ner, ſo artfully and indefatigably watched the 
correſpondence of our clergy and Calvin, that 
in a ſhort time, they had all his letters inter- 
cepted, and ſo prevented that glorious coali- 
tion of the reformed Churches which was the 
ſubject of them, and his favourite with. 

In a paper written by Archbiſhop Abbot, | 
and found among Archbiſhop, Ulſher's manu- 
ſcripts, we have this. unfortunate circum- 
flance authenticated. Peruſing ſome pa- 


fore papers of Queen Mary. He tranſcribed it into a book of his, 
called, „The Romiſh Policies.“ It came afterwards into the hands 
of Archbiſhop Uſher, and was copied thence by Sir James Ware, 


Vid. Strype ut ſupra, p. 207, 208. And from p. 409, to 413, vou 


will nd more of Calvin's attachment to ier. 


pers. 
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pers, ſays Archbiſhop Abbot, of our prede- 
ceſſor, Matthew Parker, we find that John 
Calvin, and others, of the Proteſtant Churches 
of Germany and elſewhere, would have had 
epiſcopacy eſtabliſhed among them, if per- 


mitted. And whereas Calvin had ſent a letter | 


in King Edward VT's reign, to have conferred 
with the clergy of England, about ſome things 
to this effect, two Popiſh Biſhops, viz, Gardi- 


nner and Bonner, intercepted the ſame, where- 


by Mr. Calvin's overture periſhed; and he 
received an anſwer from Gardiner and Bon- 
ner, as if it had been from the reformed di- 
vines of thoſe times, wherein they checked 
him, and ſſigbted his propoſals. From which 
time, John Calvin, and the Church of Eng- 
land, were at variance in ſeveral points, reſpect- 
ing Church government, which otherwiſe, 
through Gop's mercy, had been qualified, if 
thoſe papers of his propoſals had been diſco- 
vered to Queen Elizabeth, during John Cal- 
vin's life. But being not diſcovered until, or 
about, the ſixth year of her reign, her Ma- 
jeſty much lamented they were not found 
ſooner, which ſhe expreſſed before her council, 
in the preſence of her great friends, Sir Henry 
Vor. I. J Ee oh 


9s rA IV: 

Sidney and Sir William Cecil“. So much 
for the very learned and immortal Calvin's 
ſentiments on the propriety, antiquity, and 
univerſality, of Churches being under an 
epiſcopal government. 

The amiable and accompliſhed Mrs. Ma- 
caulay, in her ſpirited Hiſtory of England, 
remarks, that The Dutch complimented, 
very highly, Biſhop Carleton and our other 


Church dignitaries, who attended the famous 


ſynod of Dort, on the excellency of the conſti- 


zution of the Church of England, and regretted 
that the conveniency, or civil polity, of their 


ſtate, did not admit of the ſame ſyſtem of 
eccleſiaſtical ſubordinationF. 


But Biſhop Carléton himſelf, has 8 ſo 
good as to leave us a particular account of 


his animated vindication of epiſcopacy in 
that ſynod, and of the high reſpect and 
veneration in which our eccleſiaſtical conſtitu- 
tion was conſidered by all the literati of the 


Reformed Churches, who were there aſſem- 


bled. © When we, (ſays the Biſhop, that 15, 


when we, the Engliſh clergymen) were to 


* Strype's Life of Archbiſhop Parker, p. 750—and. Vid. ibid. 


His propoſal, in Queen Elizabeth's reign, to eſtabliſh epiſcopacy in 
all the Reformed Churches. 


+ Mrs: Macaulay's Hiſt, of England, Vol. I. page 117. 
| yield 
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yield our conſent to the Belgie confeſſion at 
Dort, I made open proteſtation in the ſynod, 


that whereas in that confeſſion, there was in- 


ſerted a ſtrange conceit of the parity of · mi- 
niſters to be inſtituted by CHRIST, I declared 
dur diſſent utterly in that point. I ſhewed, 


that by CHRIST, a parity was never inſtituted 


in the Church; and herein J appealed to the 
judgment of antiquity, and to the judgment 
of any learned man now living; and craved 


herein to be ſatisfied, if any man of learning 


could ſpeak to the contrary. [My Lord of 
Saliſbury 1s my witneſs; and ſo are all the 
reſt of our company, who ſpake alſo in the 
fame cauſe.] To bis there was no anſwer 


made by any. Whereupon we conceived 
that they yielded to the truth of the proteſta- 
tion. And ſomewhat I can ſay of my own 


knowledge, for I had conferences with divers 
of the beſt learned in that ſynod. I told them 


that the cauſe of all their troubles (viz. of all 


the diſſentions occaſioned and fomented in the 
Dutch Churches by the Arminians, &c.) was 
this: that they had not Biſhops among them, 
who, by their authority, might repreſs turbu- 
lent ſpirits that broached novelties. Their 


anſwer was, © That they did much honor and 


F 2 reverence 
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reverence the good order and diſcipline of the 
Church of England; and, with all their 
hearts would be glad to have it eſtabliſhed 


among them; but that could not be hoped 


for in their ſtate. Their hope was, that ſee- 
ing they could not do as they deſired, Gob 
would be * to them, if * did what 
they could. 
The truth is, continues the 'Biſhop, they 
groan under the burthen of miniſterial parity, 
and would gladly be eaſed of it, if they could. 
This is well known: to the reſt of my aſſoci- 
ates there.. | 
This narrative of the pious and eminently 


learned Biſhop Carlton is equal to fifty addi- 
tional arguments in favor of Church govern- 


ment by Biſhops, and of their antiquity, 
rank, and power; for it contains not only the 


opinion of that great and good prelate who 


gave it, but alſo the concurring teſtimonies 
of thoſe elected and illuſtrious divines who ac- 
companied him from England, and of the 
moſt diſtinguiſhed and 3% learned clergymen 
who had been cheſen, by the foreign Reformed 
Churches, to repreſent them, at that cele- 
brated ſynod of Dort. 


* 855 Biſhop Carleton's Eramin. &. p. 111, 112. Lond. 1626. 
might 


JJ 
1 might here proceed, and lengthen out my 
| Letter to a folio volume, with proofs of the 
antiquity, univerſality, and propriety of 
Church government by Biſhops, from the 
writings of that cloud of witneſſes which is be- 
fore you in this and my late Letters, from the 
literary works of our venerable reformers, 
and martyrs of the Church of England; and 
from their able and faithful ſucceſſors, who 
have done honour to their country, to Chriſ- 
tianity, and to epiſcopacy, by their immortal 
publications on this with other ſubjects: but 
I hope, to one of your reaſonable and candid 
diſpoſition, what I have ſent you, and what I 
have referred you to, will perfectly ſatisfy you. 
In a few days I ſhall tranſmit you my de- 
fence of our Liturgy, Till then, and always, 
beheve me, W | 
” Your's, &c. 
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AM now, my dear Sir, to prove, agreeably 
to your deſire, and from my regard for 
the character and intereſt of the Church of 
England, that every Church, both Jewiſh 
and Chriſtian, have had Liturgies, from their 
earlieſt periods; and that our Engliſh Li- 
turgy is ſo far from having any thing of a Po- 
piſh or ſinful turpitude in it, that every part 
of its prayers, praiſes, doctrines, &c. are 
truly primitive, ſcripturally pure, and prior, 
in their compoſition, to the exiſtence of 
ew. Fe 
In the Jzwisn Cnvrcn, 
Gop himſelf commanded various forms of 
prayer to be uſed by his nes in their pub- 
lic aſſemblies. 
© On this wiſe—or thus—ſhall Aaron and 
his ſons bleſs the children of Iſrael, ſaying 
unto them, The Lord leſs thee, and keep thee! 
| The 
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The Loxp make bis face ſhine upon thee! The 
Lok lift up bis countenance upon thee, and give 
thee peace lu 

Here the prief i is expreſsly ally red to pray 
for the people in a moſt particular form of 
prayer, and not in an ertempore effuſion of his 
own words. . 

So in the expiation of uncertain murder, 
the people are commanded by Gop to ſay, 
« Be merciful, O LoRD, unto thy people Jſrael, 
whom Thou haſt redeemed, and lay not innocent 
blood unto thy people Iſrael's charge! 

At their paying their third year's tithes, they 
were poſitively commanded to uſe this form 
of words: © T have brought away the hallowea 
things out of mine houſe, Sc. Look down from 
' thy bly habitation, from heaven, and bleſs thy 
people Tfracl, and the land which T hou haſt given 


unto us, Thou ſweareſt unto our father, the land 


that flows with milk and honey 1 

David, by inſpiration from Gop, and in 
dutiful imitation of him, appointed the book 
of Pſalms for the public ſervice of the Jewiſh 
Church. For in the zitles of them we find that 
ſeveral of them were particularly recommended 


* Numb. vi. 235 247 25, 26. + Deuteronomy. 
1 Deuteronomy. 
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to the choirs of the prieſts and Levites, for 


parts of their vocal ſervice; ſome to the ſons 
of Korah, others to Aſaph, others to Jedu- 


thun, and a great many to the maſter of the 


muſic. And though others have no title at 


all, as particularly the 96th and rogth, yet we 


find that they were delivered by David, into 


the hands of Aſaph and his brethren, for 


forms of public prayer and praiſe to GopF. 
Hezekiah, the king, commanded the Le- 
vites to ſing praiſe unto the Lord, with the 


words of David, and of Aſaph the ſeer}. 


Ezra renewed the ſame Liturgy, when the 


foundations of the ſecond temple were laid; 


For the prieſts and Levites were then ordered 
ce to praiſe the Lok after the ordinance of 
David king of Iſrael,” and accordingly 
«© They ſung together, by courſe, in praiſing 
and giving thanks unto the Lok, becauſe he 
is good, and his mercy endureth for ever 
towards Ifrael}.” 


Thus you ſee the Jews had ſeveral forms 


preſcribed them in their - public worſhip. 
And that they uſed A Liturgy in our Savi- 


* 1 Chron. xvi. To , ＋ 2 Chron. xxix. 30. 
| 1 Ezra, 111. 10, 11. 
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oun's time, not only their modern Rabbins do 
aſſert, but Philo himſelf, who lived not long 
after, makes mention of © The boly prayers 
that were offered by the prieſts, in the time 
of ſacrifice.” And the Samaritan Chronicle 
makes mention of a book in the year of the 
world 4713, © which contained thoſe forms of 
_ prayers and the ſongs that were always uſed, 
before their ſacrifices.” FTE Tis 
The Jewiſh doctors, and other writers of 
that ancient people, inform us of ſeveral 
forms of human compoſition, as well as of 
divine inſtitution, that were uſed in their 
temple and ſynagogues, both before, du- 
ring, and after, our SaviouR's incarnation. 
And ſo far was Jesus form diſapproving 
either thoſe forms of prayer eſtabliſned in 
their Church, or even that form which John 
the Baptiſt taught his diſciples, that, in the 
earlieſt infancy of 
The CHRISTIAN Cgu Ren, 

He prefcribed a form of prayer to his own 
_ diſciples, which is what has been ever ſince 
called * The Lokp's Prayer.” ; 

It was the cuſtom of the Jewiſh Jeter, 
as the learned Lightfoot hath proved, to 
teach their diſciples a form of prayer as the 
badge 
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badge and livery of their diſciplefnip. Ac- 
cording to this cuſtom, John the Baptiſt, it 
ſeems, taught his diſciples a form of his own 
compoſure. This the diſciples of Jzsvs be- 
ing informed of, requeſted of him, as St. 


Luke has it, to © teach them to pray as John 
taught his diſciples,” i. e. teach them a form 
of prayer, not a directory of prayer, as is 


evident from this cuſtom of the Jewiſh doc- 
tors, and from the reaſon of the thing; for 
neither they nor John's diſciples could be ig- 


norant how to pray, ſince, as Jews, they had 


their regular ftated hours of daily prayer, 


the third, the fixth, and the ninth. Jzsvs 


immediately complied with their requeſt, and 

faid, Mhen ye pray, ſay, Our Father,” 8c. 
This form of our Saviour's compilation 

is proved, by our learned Gregory, to be 


collected out of the forms of prayer which 


were then uſed among the Jews, in whoſe 


book of Prayers, the ſeveral parts and clauſes 


of it are extant, almoſt verbatim, to this day. 


But certainly Jzsvs, if he diſapproved of the 


Jewiſh forms of prayer as culpable or ſinful, 


'becauſe of human compoſition, would never 


have collected his own prayer out of them. 
And if our Saviouk hath not only given us 
a form 


| JJJJͤ;f. ! 
a form of prayer, but hath alſo given it under 
ſuch circumſtances as do plainly ſignify his 
approbation of other forms, is it not aſtoniſh- 
ing ignorance or impudence in thoſe Diſſen- 
ters, who deny that he Lorp's Prayer was 
meant as a form at all; or, at leaſt, for a 
ſtanding form, in the Chriſtian Church, and 
therefore they ſhall not uſe it as ſuch, nor any 
other forms? Their objections and little de- 
ſpicable ſcholaſtic quibblings on Matt. vi. . 
where our Saviour's injunction is rs &y 
Tpooeoyxede, pray thus, have been long ago un- 
anſwerably replied to, by the late Dr. Scott, 
and other eminent clergymen of our Church. 
All I ſhall fay further, in proof of its being 
a form, and not a directory of prayer is, 
that thoſe venerable fathers and primitive 
Churches which flouriſhed in the ages neareſt 
to the Apoſtolic, and were much better 
judges than our Diſſenters what was then 
done, did always uſe the Loxp's Prayer 
as a form in their Liturgies, and believed 
themſelves ſacredly obliged to do ſo. 
Tertullian, who lived about one hundred 
years after the Apoſtolic age, ſpeaking of his 
prayer, tells us that © Novis Diſcipulis, Novi 
Teftamenti Chriſtus Novam Orationis Formam 
| | determi- 


| x08 > BITTER V. 
5 6 determinavit ; that is, That CRIST hath 
0 | | inſtituted a new form of prayer, for his new 
1 diſciples.” | 
* St. Cyprian, who lived in a peed almoſt 
as early, accounts our Savious's giving a 
form of prayer among thoſe divine and whole- 
ſome precepts which he impoſes on his peo- 
ple. And a little after he ſays, © Oremus, 
Fratres Dilectiſſimi, ſicut Magiſter docuit, &c.” 
Let us pray as our Maſter hath taught us, 
1 « Lei the Father own the words of his Son. 
A = And ſi Ince we have an Advocate with the Father, 
| when we aſe pardon for our fins, let us aſk it in 
the words of our Advocate; and how much more 
fall we prevail for what we aſk in Curis?'s 
name, if we aſk it in His prayer? 

St. Auſtin tells us, that in his time, Phe 
Lord's Prayer was ſaid at the altar, and that 
almoſt every Church concluded with the 
Lord's Prayer. “ | 

St. Chryſoſtom ſpeaking of thoſe who 
Is would not forgive injuries, &c. ſays, © When 
1 | | thou ſayeſt, Forgive us our treſpaſſes, as we 
„ | forgive : if thou doſt not forgive, thou beggeſt 
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God to deny thee forgiveneſs.*” This is a 
plain proof that the Loxp's Prayer was a form 
of ordinary uſe in his age; and that it was 
then thought matter of duty to uſe it ſyllabi- 


cally, is evident from what follows. You 


L 


will ſay, continues St. Chryſoſtom, “I dare 
not pray, forgive me as I forgive, but only for- 
give me.” To which having anſwered, 
cc That however he ſaid it, Gop would for- 
give him as he forgave.” He concludes thus: 
« Do not imagine that you are ſecured from 
this danger, by . not pronouncing alt the 
prayer; do not therefore curtail it, but as it is 
inſtituted, ſo uſe it; that ſo the. neceſſity of 
daily uſing the whole may compel thee to 
forgive thy brother. 

And St. Gregory expreſsly affirms, © That 
the Apoſtles themſelves did always, at the 
conſecration of the Euchariſt, make uſe of 
Lord's Proyer.f" of 

Thus it is clear by theſe, and many ocdits 
authorities, which we have from the learned 
of every Church and age, that the Logoy's 
Prayer has been always conſidered as a form, 


* St. Chryſoſt. De Simultat. 
+ Ep: L. 7. C. 6. 
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that it has never been thought by any 


Church, for fifteen hundred years paſt, a 
mere. temporary inſtitution, till the Diſſen- 


ters of England found it out to be ſuch; 


and ſurely, it is a proof that they are capable 
of the higheſt preſumption, when they pre- 
tend dogmatic ally to determine, in this, as in 
other matters, againſt the conſtant belief, and 
conſtant practice of the whole Churches of 
Cuxfsr, for ſo many centuries, without the 
leaſt warrant ſo to do from our Saviour, 
from his Apoſtles, or from any authority but 
that of the demons of diſſention, or the 
dunces of fanaticiſm. | 

Having now proved, from what J have 
ſaid, and what writers I have referred you to, 
that forms of prayer have been uſed from the 
earlieſt conſtitution of both the Jewiſh and 
Chriſtian Churches, I proceed to give you a 
more full and hiſtorical account of them, 


from the practice of the Chriſtian Church, 


in its primitive periods. 
That in the firſt age there was a gift of | 
praying extempore, by immediate ;nfpiation, 
ſeems highly probable, both from what the 
Apoſtolic diſcourſes of © praying in unknown 
languages,” 1 Cor. xiv. and from what St. 
Chryſoſtom 
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Chryſoſtom aſſerts concerning it,“ viz. * That 


together with thoſe miraculous gifts which 


were then poured out, there was a gift of 
praying, which was called by the Apoſtle a 
ſpirit, by which he, who was endued with it, 
poured out prayers for all the people:” and 
while this gift continued, perhaps, which, 


how long it was, is very uncertain, there 


might no other form be uſed in public wor- 


ſhip, in thoſe places eſpecially, where it 


abounded, but only that of the Lok p's 
Prayer. It may be in imitation of this gift 


upon which, even in the Apoſtles time, the 
Chriſtians were apt to over- value themſelves. 


Some might affect to pray extempore, after it 
was wholly expired; but it is highly probable, 


that upon the ceaſing or abatement of it, it 


was, in moſt places, immediately ſupplied by 
forms of prayer, which were compoſed either 
of the words, or according to the method 
and manner of thoſe inſpired prayers by 
Apoſtolical perſons that heard and remem- 
bered them. © For,” as the ſame St. Chry- 
ſoſtom goes on, © we being ignorant of many 


things which are profitable for us, do aſk. 
many things which are unprofitable, and 


* Chry ſoſt. in Rom. viii. 26. 
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therefore this gift of prayer was given to 
ſame one perſon that was there, (i. e. in the 
congregation,) who aſked for all that which 
was profitable for the univerſal Church, and 
taught others to do ſo; that is, to form 
prayers according to theſe inſpired models*. 
I do not aſſert that there were no other 
prayers uſed in public, but only forms, either 
in, or preſently after, the age of the Apoſ- 
| tles; but it ſeems highly probable that, even 
from the Apoſtolic age, ſome part, at leaſt, 
of the public worſhip, was performed in forms 
| of prayer. If this is allowed, we have all 
| | the reaſon in the world to conclude that theſe 
| forms were compoſed, according to the pat- 
| | tern of thoſe primitive in/pired prayers. Now 
| that there were forms from the Apoſtolic age 
| | ſeems to be indiſputably certain, becauſe, 
| ſo far as we can find, there never was any 
| 


diſpute among Chriſtians, till our Diſſenters 
thought of it, concerning the lawfulneſs of 
| praying in Church by a form. If this mode 
[ of prayer had been introduced, after the pri- 
| | mitive ages, it would have been a moſt ob- 
1 . ſervable innovation upon the primitive Chriſ- 
| 


tianity, and that in ſuch a public matter of 


* Chry ſoſt. in Rom. Vills 26. 
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fact, that every Chriſtian could not but have 


taken notice of it. It appears very ſtrange, 
if not incredible, that ſuch an open and no- 
torious innovation ſhould be paſſively and 


tacitly admitted into the Church, without the 


leaſt conteſt or oppoſition. Indeed ſome tri- 
fling innovations crept in, very early, without 


any great oppoſition; but none of ſuch a 


public cognizance as this. Unleſs the whole 
Chriſtian world had been faſt aſleep, it is 
hardly ſuppoſeable they would ever have ad- 
mitted ſuch a remarkable alteration in their 


public worſhip, as from praying extempore, to 


pray by a form, without the leaſt contradic- 
tion. If, therefore, praying by a form, were 
an innovation upon their primitive worſhip, 
it was certainly the moſt lucky and fortunate 


one that ever was of that kind, there being 


not one innovation, beſides it, of that public 
nature; but what hath always found power- 
ful adverſaries to withſtand it. But not to 
Anſiſt upon probabilities, we will enquire into 
the matters of fact. And ; 

Firſt, We have thoſe three antient Litur- 
gizs, which are attributed to St Peter, St. 


Mark, and 8 — 
vor. N 


Though 
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Though all of them have been greatly cor- 
rupted by later ages, yet they are unqueſtion- 
ably, as to the purer parts of them, of very 


early antiquity, and probably, even from the 


Apoſtolic age. There are many things in 


them which have a ſtrong reliſh of the ſim- 
plicity and piety of that age. That of St. 


James, in particular, was of great authority 
in the Church of Jeruſalem, whereof he was 
the firſt Biſhop, in St. Cyril's time, who 
wrote a Comment on it“. Beſides, it is de- 


clared by Proclus, Archbiſhop of Conſtanti- 


nople, 1 and the ſixth general council, f to be 
St. James's own compoſition. This is a 


plain argument, of the great antiquity, if 
if not apoſtolicalneſs of it. For St. Cyril 


flouriſhed in the year 350, and, as St. Jerom 
 obſerves$, compoſed this Comment on St. 


James's Liturgy,. in his younger years. It 
is not to be imagined he would have com- 
mented on it, had it not been of great autho- 
rity in the Church of Jeruſalem ; and how 


could it have obtained any great authority, 


* Cyril, Catech. Myſtag. 5. 

+ Alat. De Liturg. S. Jacob, 

T Concil. Trull. C. 32. „ 
* F'S. Jerom, De Scrip. in Cyril, 

5 had 
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had it not been long before received, that is, 
at leaſt, ſeventy or eighty years? Suppoſing, 
then, that St. Cyril wrote this Comment 
anno 347, as it is very probable“, and that 
this Liturgy had then been received in the 
Church of Jeruſalem but ſeventy or eighty 
years (and leſs cannot well be ſuppoſed), it 
could not be above 170 years, after the 
Apoſtolic age, that this Liturgy was received 
in the Chriſtian Church of Jeruſalem. And 

That there are forms of worſhip in it as 
ancient as the Apoſtles, ſeems highly pro- 
bable. For, firſt, there 1s all. that form, with 
a very ſmall variation from that in our Li- 
turgy, called “ Surſum corda”—* Lift up 
your hearts] We lift them up unto the Lord! Ii 
is meet and right ſo to dot is very meet, right, 
and our bounden duty to praiſe thee, Sc. There- 
fore, with angels and arch-angels,” &c, All 
which is in St. Cyril's Commentf. This is a 
ſtrong argument that it was more ancient 
than he. Beſides, the ſame forms are in thoſe 
ancient Liturgies of Rome and Alexandria, 
and in the conſtitutions of St. CI 4. 


* Vid: Dr. Cave's Life of St. Cyril. 
Þ+ Cyril. Catech. Myſtag. 5. 
1 Conſtit. Clem. L. 8. C. 22. 
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which are univerſally allowed to be of 1 785 
antiquity. And | 

St. Cyprian, who was living, within one 
hundred years after the Apoſtles, mentions 1t 
as a form that was, then, uſed and received in 
the Church“. The Prieſt, ſaith he, in the 
Preface before the prayer, prepares the minds of 


the people, by ſaying, © Lift up your hearts!” 


That ſo while they anſwer, We lift them up 
unto the Lord!” they may be admoniſhed, that 
they ought to think of nothing but the Lord. 
Laſtly, St. Auſtin tells us, that this Surſum 
corda, which is the name and title of the 
whole following form, and conſequently in- 


_ cludes it, even as te deum and venite exulte- 


mus do the hymns that go under that title, 
are verba ab ipſorum apoſtolorum temporibus pe- 
tita, i. e. words. derived from the very age of 
the Apoſtles. —The ſame is aſſerted by Nice- 
phorus, of the Triſagium in particular 7. 

It is alſo evident that, even from that pri- 
mitive age, there was a certain form preſcribed 


in baptiſm. This appears from thoſe folemn 


queſtions and anſwers that were made by the 


* . De Orat. — ES 
+ Hi. L. 18. C. 53, 


— 
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prieſts,” and returned by the perf to be bap- 
nized, For - 

Tertullian ſpeaking of baptiſm tells us, 
That the foul is not eftabliſhed by the waſbing, 
_ but by the anſwer*. And 

St, Cyprian expreſsly calls it Interrogatio 
Baptiſmi, © The queſtioning of Baptiſm”.f 
This clearly ſhews that there were certain 
queſtions and anſwers given and returned, in 
baptiſm, and what the queſtion was, may be 
gueſſed by the anſwer, which was drordrouaa 
To Care nal Toi de, &C. TI renounce Satan 
and his works and pomps, &c.} And, to the 
ſame purpoſe, Tertullian writes, In the 
Church, and under the hand of the prieſt, we 
proteſt to renounce the devil, his pomps and 
works |, This form of queſtion and re- 
ſponſal, os 

- Origen, who lived not long after, derives 
from Carisr, or his diſciples. J/ho is there, 
faith he, can eaſily explain the reaſon of ſome 
words, and geſtures, and orders, and interro- 
gations, and anſwers, that are uſed in baptiſm, 
which yet we obſerve and fulfil according as we 


firſt took them up, they being delivered to us, 


%* Tertul. de Reſurrect. Carn. 1 Clem. Conſtit. Lib. 7. 
, Tt Cyp. 76. 380. . | Corone Milit. 
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by tradition from our great High Prief, or bis 
a tſeiples®. | 
If it be objected that this is no . of 
prayer, I anſwer, That it is a limiting the 
| Minifter from exerciſing his own git, in per- 
forming his miniſterial office; and if in per- 
forming it he might be limited to a form of 
queſtion, why not to a form of prayer? If 
the Church thought fit not to leave him at 
liberty to queſtion extenipore in baptiſm, it is 
very improbable it would leave him at liberty 
to pray extempore in public, there being as 
great a neceſſity to preſcribe him a form for 
the latter, as for the former. But that, de 
fatto, there were forms of prayer, as well as 
of queſtion and anſwer, uſed in apr! iſm, is 
not only affirmed in the conflitutions of St. 
Clement, but ſome of the prayers alſo are 
there inſerted F. 

It is, beſides, indiſputable that the Church 
did, very early, uſe a Liturgy, in her public 
worſhip, from the denominations which the pri- 
mitive writers give to the public prayers—ſuch 
as the common prayers , the conſtituted prayers |, 

* In Numer. Homil. 3. + Clem. Conſtit. Lib. 7. 


7 Juſt. Martyr. Apol. 2. p. 93.——Iznat. Ep. ad — 
l Orig, vous cels. L. 6. 


and 
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and the /olemn prayers*. This laſt was the title 
by which the Heathens, then, diſtinguiſhed and 
expreſſed their public forms of prayer f, and 
conſequently in the language of that age, 
muſt ſignify a public form. 

As for that particular form of prayers ſo 
| _ often uſed in our Liturgy, © Glory be to the 

Father,” &c. St, Baſil fetches the original 
of it, en 1g Tov amecriaay mips adioue;, from 
the tradition of the Apoſtles ; and he cites 
this doxology from St, Clemens the Apoſtles 
Scholar, and from Dionyſus of Alexandriaf, 
who was living anno 200.—And Clemens of 
Alexandria, who lived anna 160, ſets down 
theſe words, as the Chriſtian's form of praiſing 
Gob, &ivzvTis Tw povw Tarps Xa Vit Ovv T6 & Vi 
Tyvpuur'h, Praiſing the FATHER, and the SON, 
with the Holy Ghosr. We know there are 
ſome people who attribute the compoſure of 
this Euchariſtical hymn to the riſe of the 
Arian ſect; yet from theſe authorities, it is 
much more probable that it was, long before 


* Cypr. De Laps. Serm. 14. | 
+ Vid. Ovid. Lib. 6. De Faſtis.—Statius "00 Lib. 4. Senec. 
in Oedip. Act. 2. Sect. 2. 
1 Baſil De Sp. S. c. 27. et 29. 
§ Clemen Alex. Pædag. 
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compoſed and uſed, in the public worſhip of 


the Church: for the Arians are ſeverely re- 


proved by the orthodox fathers, for altering 
this ancient form into—Glory be to the Fa- 
THER, by the SON, and in the HoLy GarosT.* 
A great part of the primitive worſhip con- 
ſiſted of hymns and doxologies, which could 
no longer be extempore, than while the mira- 
culous gifts continued, after which it became 
neceſſary that they ſhould be 1 into 


ſet forms. 


Tertullian tells us, that their Cztus n 
cani, or Meetings before day-light, were ad 
canendum Chriſto ut Deo“ To ſing to CHRIST 
as Gobp.“ 

And Lucian, before him, Os deſcribes the 
practice of Chriſtians that they did & 


e\ 7 - ; 
01% prevely oh TAXES H ETAYCUTVBUTES, ſpend 


 phole nights in walchiug and ſinging of Pſalms . 


And | | | 
Juſtin Martyr, ſpeaking of the Chriſtian 


R Gov pure, We are to ing bymns, and 


| Pſalms, and des, and praiſe §. 


* Theod, Hiſt. Eecleſs Lib. 2. c. 24. 
+ Tertul: Apologet. c. 2. 1 Ludician Philop. 
& Juſtin Mart Epiſt. ap Zen. et Heren. . 


LET- 
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Nor perſon of learning can deny * in Pli- 
ny's and in Lucian's time, the Chriſtians 


uſed ſet forms of hymns, not only of di- 
vine, but alſo of human compoſition. For 


ſo 


Pliny himſelf informs us,“ That early in the 


morning it was their manner to ſing, by turns, 


a hymn 10 CHRIST 4610 Gop—And this hymn 


muſt, ſurely, have been of human compoſi. 
tion, for there was no hymn to CHRIST in 


Scripture of ſuch a length as to take up a 
conſiderable part of their public ſervice. - 
Beſides, Euſebius acquaints us, That very 
early there were various pſalms and odes 
compoſed by Chriſtians, concerning the divi- 


nity of CarisT ;f and that Paulus Samoſi- 


tanus was condemned for ſuppreſſing thoſe 


* pin. Epiſt. Lib. 10 Epiſt. 97, 
T Exſeb, Hiſt. Lo 5. 


hymns 
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' hymns that were made in the honor of 
CRIST, as being the compoſitions of men, of 
late days,* though, in all probability, thoſe 
hymns were compoſed within much leſs than 
one hundred years after the apoſtolical age.— 
As for this hymn, which Pliny ſpeaks of, it 
was ſtill earlier; for it could not be much 
above ten years, after the death of St. John, 
that Pliny gave this account of the Chriſtians 
to Trajan the Emperor, and, therefore, the 
hymn he mentions in that Epiſtle, muſt cer- 
tainly have been compoſed and uſed, in the very 
age of the Apoſtles, 

Much about the ſame time, Lucian takes 
notice of prayer, which they always uſed in 
their public worſhip «T9 T&Tp3; aptapevos, Be- 
ginning from the Father, which, without a 
doubt, was The Lord's Prayer. — And of @ 
famous hymn, added to the end of their public 
fervice,y which, in all probability, was the 
hymn that Pliny mentions. 

Since, therefore, the primitive 33 did, 

in a great meaſure, conſiſt of hymns, which 

j | were forms of praiſe intermixed with prayer, and 
| ſome of theſe of human compoſition, this is 


*Euſeb. Hiſt. L. 7. 
＋ Lucian Philop. 


c 
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an evident teſtimony of the primitive uſe of 


form — And that they, who made no ſcruple 


of praying by ferm in verſe, could not think 


it unlawful, as our Diſſenters do, to pray by 
form 1 in proſe. | 


That praying in metre, or 1 hymns, 
was a very early practice, in the Chriſtian 
Church, appears from the Apoſtolic conflituti- 


ons, where it is enjoined—6 Ae 70 &xpoTTIN KG | 


dl roh, Let the people ſing the verſes which 


anſwer, adverſely, to one another.* This way 


of ſinging was ſo very ancient, that Euſebius+ 
urges it as an argument to prove the Eſſenes 


Chriſtians, becauſe they ſung, by turns, an- 
ſwering one another. But how could they 


thus anſwer to one another, in their hymns 


and prayers, unleſs they had conſtant forms of 


prayer ? 

But that they | had 425 Soi of "eſponkat in 
prayer is evident, becauſe, when Julian, for 
the credit of Gentili/m, would needs dreſs it 
UP, Th Tate 7116 Nb π,ẽ]⅛ε Jpno xe, After the 
order of the Cbriſtian worſhip. One thing 


| wherein he ſought to imitate it was a 


On in their conſtituted prayers; that 18, 


Conſtit. Apoſt. L. 2. e. LL ; 
* . Hift. 3 L. 2. c. 17. 1 Sol. Hiſt, L. 5 c. 15. 


not 
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not in having conſtituted forms of prayer, for 
that the Heathens had before, but in having 
ſuch conflituted forms, as the Chriſtians had, 
which was, as Nazienzen explains it, 0 
TuTov & pipes, @ form of prayer to be faid in 
paris. i | 

Nicephorus derives this way of praying in 
parts, from Ignatius, who was a ſcholar of the 
Apoſtles} ; all which teſtimonies muſt, to 
any perſon that is unprejudiced, prove equal 
to a demonſtration, of the great antiquity of 
forms. 

That in Conſtantine's time the Church 
uſed public forms of prayer, we are aſſured 
by Fuſebius}, where he tells us of Conſtan- 
tine's compoling © Godly prayers for the uſe of 
bis ſeldiers;” and elſewhere informs us, par- 
ticularly, what the prayer was — Me acknow- 
ledge thee, O God, alone, &cF. which is a plain 
evidence that it was a ſet form of words. 

It is objected that this form was compoſed 
only for the uſe of his ſoldiers, and that Con- 
ſtantine's compoſing it is a proof, that, at 
that time, there were no public forms in the 

* Nazian, Orat. 1- p. 102. | 
+ Niceph. Lib. 43. c. 8. 


1 Euſeb. de Laud. Conſtant. 
8 Euſeb. de Vit. Conſtant. 


Church, 
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Church); for if there had, what need Conſtantine 
have compoſed one? I anſwer, that this form, 
indeed, was compoſed, only for his Heathen 
ſoldiers. As for his Chriſtian ſoldiers, the 


| hiſtorian tells us, that he gave them liberty to 


go to church“. All, therefore, that can be 
properly objected to this branch of our argu- 
ments is, that the Chriſtian Church had no 
ferm of prayers, for Heathen ſoldiers, which is 


no great wonder; for if they had, it is very 


unlikely chat the Heathen ſoldiers would have 
uſed it. But it is evident, that the Chriſtian 
Church had forms, at that period, becauſe 


Euſebius calls the prayers which Conſtantine 


uled, in his court, XXANTLOS E poco, accord- 
ing to the manner of the Church of Gob, ayac 
| df{opn; T, authoriſed prayers. This is the 
fame title which he gave to that form of 
prayers which he made for his Heathen ſol- 
diers , and therefore if by the 2utbori/ed pray- 
ers, which he preſcribed for his ſoldiers, he 
meant a form of prayers, as it is certain he did, 
then by the authoriſed prayers which he uſed 
in his court, after the manner of the Church, he 
* Euſeb, de Vit. Coritant. c. 19. | t Ioid. c. 17. 
T Ibid. c. 19. 
muſt 
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muſt mean a form of prayer alſo: and ſince 


he had a form of prayers in his court, after the 
manner of the Church, then the Church muſt 
have had a form of prayers too. 

Thus, for the firſt, ſecond, and third cen- 
turies, ſufficient teſtimony hath been given of 
the uſe of public forms of prayer. After this 
period, without inſiſting upon St. Baſil's, St. 
Chryſoſtom's, and St. Ambroſe's, Liturgies, 
which are unqueſtionably of great antiquity, 
we have undeniable authorities for the uſe of 
public forms. 

St. Chryſoſtom, for example, i in one of his 
Homilies, ſays X&s Yap vrep ro evepyepivuy u 
rd EU r j,ðIWÄ ive Xa ve TE Hepieg KO raf 
euTW tivov rat kN N mevrts piny Nαναα 


tu, tun 1 KN YELBTOV. For thoſe who 


are poſſeſſed with a devil, and thoſe who are 


under penance, common prayers are made both 
by the people and prieſt, and we all ſay one 
and the ſame prayer, the prayer which is ſo full 
of mercy . And then he goes on and tells us 
how when the prieſt had prayed for the people, 
that is, in that primitive form of diſmiſſion, 
the Lord be with you! They prayed again for 


him, in theſe words, and with thy ſpirit ! 


* Chryſoſt, 2 ad Cor, Hom. 18. 


It 
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It is probable that the people of the Chriſ- 
tian Church, were not at firſt ſo very ſtrictly 


limited to one conſtant form of Liturgy, but 


that upon occaſion they might intermingle 
other forms, either of their own or other mens 
compoſition, But in proceſs of time this li- 
berty became very prejudicial to religion : for, 
by this means the prayers of heretics were of- 
ten mingled with the public offices, and as might 
naturally be expected, many unadviſed and ill- 
compoſed forms were introduced into the 


public worſhip. Gf this, St. Auſtin com- 


plains, Multi irruunt in preces non ſolum ab 
imperitis loquacibus, ſed etiam ab hereticis compo- 
ſitas, et, per ignorantiæ, ſimplicitatem non eas va- 
lentes diſcernere utuntur eis, arbitrantes quod 
bone ſint: Many there are, ſpeaking of the office 
of baptiſm, who take up prayers at random, which 


are compoſed not only by. unſkilful perſons, but alſo 


by heretics, and being incapable through their ig- 


norance and ſimplicity to diſcern what they are, 
make uſe of Fw from a Suppoſe :tion that 4 are 


very good 
1 prevent this great inconvenience, the 
Church was obliged, by degrees, to limit and 


reſtrain this liberty. For this purpoſe, the 


as Auſt, de Baptis. Cont, Donat. Lib. 6. | 
Council 


j 
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Council of Laodicea, which was held about the 
year 314, or as others think, 364, made a Canon 
Eb! Tz u- eurnv A roy EUN @ rarrore 
K iv Tas frvd Tas nat rag Eontpais oęptiden 
weveolar®*. About uſing the ſame office of prayers, 
in the morning. and evening, that is, that they 
ſhould not bring in new forms at their pleaſure, 
into the public worſhip, either of their own or 
other mens compoſition, as they had done 
before, but always confine themſelves to one 
and the ſame Liturg p. 

Not only Zonaras 1, and Balſamon t, but 
Smectumnuus &, and all the Preſbyterian com- 
' miſſioners at the Savoy , underſtood by this 
canon, that the Primitive Chriſtians were not 
to uſe any other prayers in the public ſervice, 
but ſuch as had been conſtantly received by 
the Church. And from the 15th and 19th 
canon of this council, it is certain the above 
canon is to be underſtood of the received 
forms; as in the 15th, they forbid bat any 
ſhould go up. into the deſk to ſing, or call the 
pſalm, but only the appointed fingers who were 

45 * Concil Laod. c. 13, ; | 
+ Zonar. In Concil. Laod. c. 18. 
1 Balſam. ibid. | 


S Smet, Anſ. to Remon. p. 7. 
| Grand Debate, p. 11. 
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to fing out of the public parchments. In theſe 
only, the received hymns were inſerted, for 
ſo, in the 59th Canon, they poſitively forbid, 
to call the pſalms of private perſons *. Before 
the ſeſſion of this council, they took the ſame 
liberty to introduce new hymns into the public 
ſervice of their own compoſition; or of other 
mens, as they had done to introduce new 


prayers; and not only ſo, but any one who 


would, was allowed to call the hymn : ſo Ter- 
tullian tells us, Poſt aquam manualem et Iumina, 
ut quiſquis de Scripturis ſauctis, vel de proprio in- 
genio poteſt et vocatur in medium Deo Canere. 
Mer they have waſhed their hands and lighted 
the candles, any one is called forth to fing to Gov, 
as be is able, either out of the Scriptures, or by his 
own gift of compoſition f. 

The conſequence of chis liberty was after- 
wards found to be as prejudicial to religion as 
that of introducing new prayers; the Council, 
therefore, thought fit to reſtrain it ; and with 
this view they forbid, in the 15th Canon, the 
introduction of new pſalms into the public 
worſhip; and in the 18th they forbid the intro- 
_ ducing new prayers, there having been the 


* Genen. Laod. Co 155 18, 19. 7 
T Tertul, Apologet, c. 39. 
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ſame liberty and the ſame ill conſequence in 


both. i | 

They then, in the 19th Canon direct, That 
after the Homily, the prayers ſhould be ſaid for the 
Catechumeni; and when they were gone, the 


prayers for ſuch as were under penance: and 


when they have received the impoſition of hands, 


and are departed, then let the three prayers for the 
faithful be offered up ; the firſt ſoftly, or every man 


to himſelf; the ſecond and the third aloud. This 
is a convincing and clear argument that their 


meaning is to direct to the uſe of their ſcated 
forms of prayer, for the above-mentioned oc- 


caſions. How elſe could the congregation ſay 
the fir? of the three prayers for the faithful to 
themſelves, and the other 2 aloud, if they 
were not well known forms, which they had 
learned by heart, and were conſtantly uſed 
to? | | | 

After this, there being, as Se. Auſtia com- 
plains, very great diſorders in the African 
Churches, through the ill compoſed and 
heretical prayers which the miniſters foiſted 
.ato_ their public worſhip, and in which as it 
ſeems the FaTHER was ſometimes mentioned 
for the Sox, and the Son for the Farner, it 
was ordained, in the third council of Carth- 

R 5 
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age ®, that none in their prayers ſhould name the 
FaTHER for the SON, er the Sox for the Fa- 
THER, but that when they came to the altar, 
they ſhould direct their prayers to the FATHER. 
Et quicunque fibi preces aliunde deſcribit non eis 
utatur, niſi prius eas cum inſtructioribus fratri- 
bus contulerit, i. e. and whoſoever ſhall write 
out prayers for himſelf from elſewhere, or from. 
any book that hath not been publicly received 
and allowed, (for what elſe can be meant by 
aliunde? ) be ſhall not preſume to uſe them, till 
he hath firſt conſulted about them with his more 
learned brethren. Is not this a plain evidence 
that they uſed forms before? How otherwiſe 
could they have written themi out from elſe- 
where, or from other men's compoſitions ?_ 
W hereas therefore, they had liberty before to 
add new forms as they pleaſed, to the received 
Liturgy, they are ſo far reſtrained by this 
council as not to-do it without the advice 
and approbation of their more learned bre- 
thren. But ſtill this reſtriction being found 
inſufficient to prevent univerſally the ill con- 
{equences of their former liberty, it was or- 
dained, a few years after, in the council of 


* Concil, Carth, 3. c. 12. 
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Mila“, That thoſe prayers which had been ap- 
proved of in the council, whether prefaces or com- 
mendations, or impoſutions of hands, ſbould be uſed 


by all; and that none ſhould be ſaid in the Church | 
but ſuch as had been treated of by the more pru- 


dent, or permitted in the Synod, leſt any thing 
contrary to the faith ſhould be Inſerted, either 
through ignorance or want of care. 

Theſe indeed were but provincial councils, 
and therefore in themſelves could oblige no 
farther than their particular provinces; yet 
the very canon above cited, out of the firſt of 
them , is taken into the collections of the canons 
of the Catholic Church, being the 122 therein. 
Beſides, this collection was received and eſta- 
bliſhed in the general council of Chalcedon . 
anno 451. By which eſtabliſhment the whole 
Chriftian Church was obliged to the uſe of 
Liturgies, ſo far as the authority of the gene- 
ral council extended. 


Then in the year 541, theſe canons are 


made Imperial Laws, by the Emperor Juſti- 


nian, who enacted 9 ee That the canons of 


* Concil. Milev. c. 12. 
+ Concil. Laod. c. 18. 7 | 
+ Concil. Chalc. r. 


$ Juſtin. Novel. 131. c. 1. 
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choſe four general councils of Nice, Conſtan- 
tinople, Epheſus and Chalcedon, ſnould oblige, 
as far as the empire did extend.“ 

Of what authority the uſe of formed Litur- 
gies were in this Emperor's time, and long 
before, may be eaſily collected from his no- 
vels. He there complains of the remiſſneſs 
of ſome Biſhops, becauſe they did not take 
care to enforce the obſervance of the Sacred 
Canons, and tells us that he had received 
ſeveral complaints againſt the Clergy and 
ſome Biſhops, that they did not live accord- 
ing to the Divine Canons, that ſome of them 
pre auriy Tis dylac mpoxopidis xa; 172 a 
Pærrigucrog TPOTEUNNV CT Were not ac- 
Juainted with the prayer of the holy oblation and 
holy baptiſm * ; and then he declares that, for 
the future, he was reſolved to puniſh the tranſ- 
greſſors of the canons. If this had been 
done before, ſaith he, ? lac roc e e Cv Xa 
belag efEαν AaTEpY IS 2 E TY KETAXPLOES 
Tay Oe d droBanbein T, every one chou] 
have. endeavoured to learn the Divine Liturries, 
- that he might not be ſubject to the condemnation 


* 1d. Novel. 137. Pref. 
＋ 14. Nov. ibid. c. 1. 
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of the Divine Canons. Here we have a proof 
not only that there were formed Liturgies 


before Juſtinian's reign, for otherwiſe how 


could he expect the Clergy ſhould learn 
them? But alſo, that theſe Liturgies had 


been long before eſtabliſhed by the canons of 


the Church. Among other things too, he 
requires that for the time to come, ſuch as 
were ordained ſhould arayyinrar T Pay 


go „„ 12.565 a / / og 
Tporop mT CN. T1 YG XOWwwl:e YVOpevny KAN T 


e 223 7 \ \ \ 
r ayio PanTiojpart ay ual TH Momma 


mporevxas *, Recite the office for the holy commu- 
nion, and the prayer for holy baptiſm, and the reſt 
of the prayers. Theſe prayers were not made 


in Juſtinian's time, but long before it, being 


eſtabliſhed as he hath formerly told us, long 
before the Eccleſiaſtical . Canons, And after 
this he enjoins ail Biſhops and Preſbyters, 
an aur, CUOTHAEVOY ANG TG QUYNG TH WICTET 
Ag 'Foaxzopmerns T Veicy Tp0X0phrd hy ual T o T0 


ayio pantTiopear mpoouxnu mocha -f, That they 


' ſhould not ſay their prayers ſilently, but ſo as that 


the people might hear them, that ſo their minds 
might be exalted to an higher pitch of devotion, 


* Id. Novel. ibid. c. 1. 
7 Id, ibid. Ut ſupra. c. 6. 
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Thus for near ſix hundred years after 
 CarisT, we have ſufficient teſtimony of the 
public uſe of liturgies, or forms of prayer; 
and from that period, or a little after, down 
to Mr. Calvin's time, the learned men of 
every kingdom in Chriſtendom, are agreed 
that no other prayers were admitted into the 
public worſhip, but what were contained in 
the eſtabliſhed Liturgies of the reſpective 
Churches. And even | that great light of the 
reformation, Mr. Calvin, though he uſed to 
pray extempore after his lecture, yet always 
uſed a form before it *, and as he uſed a form 
himſelf, ſo he compoſed one for the Sunday 
| ſervice, which was afterwards eſtabliſhed by 
public order at Geneva, with a Liturgy for 
holy days. And, 

In his letter to the Lord Protector of Eng- 
land, in the reign of Edward VI. he thus 
declares his ſentiments concerning public 
forms, © As to a form of public prayers and 
ce eccleſiaſtical rites, I do very much approve 
* of the publiſhing a fixed one, from which 


| ® Praf, ad Prelect. Calv. in Minor, Proph. Et Beza. 
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ce jt may not be lawful, even for the miniſters 
te to depart, in the exerciſe of their function: 
ce thereby to provide againſt the ſimplicity 
e and unſkilfulneſs of ſome, and that the con- 
ce ſent of all the Churches with each other 
ce may more certainly appear; and laſtly to 
ge to put a bar to the verſatile levity of others 
cc who effect certain innovations; and therefore, 
ce adds he, ftatum eſſe catechiſmum oportet, ſtatam 
ce ſacramentorum adminiſtrationem, publicam item 
« precum formulam: There ought to be an 
te eſtabliſhed catechiſm, an order for the ad- 
e miniſtration of the ſacraments anne. 
| * and alſo a public form of prayers *.' 
In ſhort, there is not any one reformed 

Church, whether Lutheran or Calviniſtic, 
| but what hath ſome public office, or form of 
5 prayer, eſpecially in the adminiſtration of 

| the ſacraments : ſo that our Engliſh Diſſent- 
ers and their tranſatlantic brethren, who diſ- 

| approve the uſe of public forms, have the 
(| honour to ſtand ſingular, and diſtinguiſhed 

| 
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from all the Churches of the world. 
1 Having proved this to you in the above 
account of the antiquity and univerſality of 
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„ Calvin, Ep. 87, 
Liturgies, 


WW. 
Liturgies, I ſhall in my next letter lay before 
you, to conclude this ſubject, the opinions of 
our preſent Diſſenters, Non-conformiſt Fa- 
thers, on forms of prayer, on public forms, 
on forms preſcribed, and of our Liturgy 
in particular. 
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IC 4 HE uſe of forms is declared by the old 


Non-conformiſts to be a thing lawful 
in itſelf, and what Gop hath left us at liberty 
to uſe, or not to uſe, as we ſee occaſion. 
«© The word of Gop,” ſays one *, © doth not 
cc preſcribe any particular form ſtinted or not 
« ſtinted as neceſſary, but doth warrant both 
te as allowable: for where nothing is in par- 
ce ticular commanded touching the external 
ce form of words and order, in which our 
ce petitions ſhould be preſented to the Lox, 
ce there we are left at liberty. And to put 
« religion in reading or uttering words, either 
cc in a (tinted or conceived: form, what is it 
ce Jeſs than ſuperſtition?” 

Of the ſame ſentiments were the learned 


1 Vid. Mr. Ball, Trial, c. 2. P. 36. and c. 8. p. 131. 


* 


Mr. 


DBRUTCEL WES wy 
Mr. Baxter *, and other eee 
miniſters 7. 

But they do not Fr aſſert, but they alſo 
undertake to prove the lawfulneſs of forms I, 
from the nature, uſe, and ends of prayer, and 
ſtigmatize the contrary opinion with the epi- 
thets of enthuſiaſm & and novelty |. 

As to forms of prayer in public, they de- 
clare, that it is lawful to uſe them, and that 
this was the tenet of all our beſt and moſt judi- 
cious divines C. This Dr. Owen is very cau- 
tious of denying; he ſays, ſuppoſing that thoſe. 
who make uſe of, and plead for forms of prayer, 
eſpecially in public, do in a due manner prepare 
themſelves for it by holy meditation, c. I do 
not judge that there 1s any ſuch evil in them as 


that Gop will not communicate his ſpirit to any 
in the uſe Faun , 


4 Sacril. Deſert. p- 98, 99. Cure of Church Dixit. P* 175. 
| + "Fombs's Theodulia, p. 137. Dr. Owen's Diſcourſe of the 
| Work of the Spirit in Prayer, p. 220. 235» V. Diſſent. Brethren 
in 32 Queſt. p. 55. 

Mr. Ball's Trial, c. 2. Rogers's Trial, 223. Dr. Bryan $ 
Pwelling with God, p. 307. 

$ Grave Confut. Ep. to the Hers Cantinuation of Morning ; 
Exerc. p. 1906. 

|| Preſton's Sermon, Jo. i. 16. 

q Clarke's Lives of Ten Divines, p. 255. Balls Trial, Po 27. 

F+ Dr. Owen's Diſcourſe of rg, p. 231. 


They 
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They not only grant that it is lawful to uſe 
them, but alſo that it is expedient. 

Mr. Egerton ſays, © As for the public 
congregation, ſpecial care muſt be taken that 
nothing be done in praying, preaching, or ad- 
miniſtering the ſacraments, but what is decent 
and orderly, becauſe there are many eyes do 


0 ſee us, and many ears hear us: and upon this 
# account, it is expedient for the moſt part to 
4 keep a conſtant form of matter and words *. 
I Mr. Bradſhaw pleads for it, as Mr. Gata- 
} ker informs us in his life, “for avoiding 
1 heſitation, which in prayer is more offenſive 
than in other diſcourſe f. And when in a 
# certain collection of ſermons , we find it 
'q | greatly complained of, that © in our days ſome 
"It have ſuch ſchiſmatical phraſes, notions, and 
1 doctrines in preaching, praying and praiſing, 
that a ſober Chriſtian cannot ſay, Amen;“ it 


——— LI 
ah — — 


Cl | ' renders a form ſo much the r more neceſſary 
bi and expedient... 

They acknowledge that public forms were 
univerſally uſed. 


* Practice of Chriſtianity, c. 11. p. 691. Edit. 5. | 
+ Life of Mr. Bradſhaw in Clarke's Collection, in fol. p. 67. 
{ Continuat, of Morn, Exer. Serm. xxxi. p. 1006. | 
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Mr. Clarke, in his life of Mr. Capel, in- 
fiſts on it that © ſet forms of prayer are ac- 
cording to the practice of all Churches, even 
the beſt reformed; yea, and Mr. Smith him- 
ſelf,, who became a ſeparatiſt ſays, on the 
Lonp's Prayer,” that © it was the practice 
of the Primitive Church, and of all the Re- 
formed Churches in Chriſtendom, of the 
Churches after the Apoſtles, nay, (ſaith he) 
of the Church, in the time of the Apoſtles, 
as may be probably gathered out of 1 Cor. 
xiv. 26. This hath alſo been the practice of 
the beſt lights that ever were . up in the 
Churches of CERRIST *.“ 
Accordingly this was the dad of all 
our old Diſſenting miniſters. 
The ſame Mr. Clarke tells us, that © it is 
very well known that the flower of our own 
divines went on in this way, when they might 
have done otherwiſe if they had pleaſed in 
their prayers before ſermons.” This we 
are told of Mr. Bradſhaw and Mr. Cart- 
wright T. And we find Mr. Hilderſham's 
prayer, before ſermon printed $, and others. 


8 Collection of the Lives of Ten Bine p. 25 5. | 
+ Clarke's Lives, Ut. Sup. 
t Bradſhaw's Life; publiſhed by Mr. Clarke, in fol. p. 67, 
His Doctrine of Faſting and Prayer, anno 1933. 


Wl ; | | -EFTTE Rr: m. 
i So regular and univerſal was this mode of 
prayer, that Mr. Clarke ſays, The firſt 
man who brought conceived prayer into uſe 
in thoſe parts where he lived, was Mr. Samuel 
Crook, who died but in the year 1649 * 
As to preſcribed forms and Liturgies, of 
this Mr. Ball ſays, © I have ſhewed the uſe 
of a ſtinted Liturgy lawful and allowable by 
the word of Gor,” of ancient uſe in the 
Churches of Carisr, and approved by all 
Reformed Churches f.“ | 
1. They allow they are 61 
« It is contrary to no precept or command- 
ment directly, or by lawful conſequence .“ 
Dr. Owen allows * That men or Churches 
may agree upon a preſcribed form by com- 
mon confent, as judging or avowing it beſt 
and only argues 
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i againſt preſcribing ſuch forms of prayer 
A e univerſally, and unto the excluſion of free 
W | | prayer &, which our Church never did |. 

bl 2. They grant that ſuch forms are not 
4 only lawful, but that there are footſteps of 
3 | | * His Lives, Ut. Sup. 

M + Bali's Trial, Epiſt. to the Reader. 

if | 1 Ibid. c. 1. p- 5. C. 3. Po 23. 

41 | $ Diſcourſe of Prayer, p. 222. 235. 

a | | Vid. 55 Can, of the Church of England. ; 

Wi ; this 
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this way of worſhip both in the Old and 
New Teſtament, as Mr. Tombs and others 
have ſhewed; and Mr. Ainſworth himſelf 
(who did otherwiſe argue againſt them) doth 
confeſs *. 

3. They acknowledge their antiquity. 
ec The Chriſtian Churches, for the ſpace of 
1400 years at leaſt, if not from the Apoſtles 
times, have had their ſtinted Liturgies, ſays 
Mr. Ball f. And _— anſwer ee to 
the contrary 4.“ 

4. They grant that in | the beſt Reformed, 
nay, in all Reformed Churches, Liturgies are 
not only uſed and tolerated, but allo uſeful, 
expedfent, and neceſſary. 

5. That thoſe among us to whom thie uſe 
of the common prayer hath been thought 
moſt burthenſome, © have from time to time 
profeſſed their liking and approbation of a 
ſtinted Liturgy.” of: all theſe things Mr. Ball, 
for himſelf and others, aſſures us. 

6. That they thought it altogether un- 
lawful to ſeparate, from an * eſtabliſhed true 


* Tombs's Theodulia, p. 221. Baxter's Cure, p. 176. Ball's 
Trial, p. 108. 129. Ainſworth's Annot. on Ex. p. 12. 8. 
Bars Trial, p. 96, 106, 111, 138, and 80. 

T Tombs's Theodulia, p. 222. Ball, Roger's Treatiſes, &c. 


Proteſtant 
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Proteſtant Church, for the ſake of ſtinted 


forms and Liturgies. 


So ſay Mr. Ball“, Mr. Norton 4 New 


England 9, and thus Mr. Baxter 4, &c. G. 


ce Is it not, ſaith Mr. Baxter, © a high 
degree of pride to conclude, that almoſt all 
CuarisT's Churches in the world for theſe 
1300 years at leaſt, to this day, have offered 
ſuch worſhip unto Gop, as that you are 
obliged to avoid it; and that almoſt all the 
Catholic Church on earth, this day, is below 


your communion, for uſing forms: And that 


even Calvin, and the Preſbyterians, Hilder- 
ſham, Cartwright, &c. with the old Non- 


conformiſts, were * your commu- 


nion?“ 
We know all the objections which were 


ever offered againſt forms of prayer ; but we 
know too that every one of them were un- 
anſwerably replied to by them. But ſince 


the moſt common one is that of quenching 
and ſtinting the ſpirit, I ſhall very ſhortly 


give their ſenſe of it. They ſay 


* Ball's Trial, p. 1215 129, 140, 156. 
+ Anſwer to Apollonius, c. 13. 
Þ Sacril. Deſert, p. 102. Defence, Part 2, p. "5, 950 

7% . 7 Tr. p. 224. Ball, & 
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1. To tell us that perſons ſhould uſe no 
ſet form, but pray as moved by the Spirit, 
(c js a fond error “.“ 

2. They ſay, © That the Spirit inſtruQerh | 
us what to aſk, not in what phraſe of ſpeech. 
It ſtirreth up in us holy deſires, but giveth 
not ability ſuddenly and without help, to ex- 
preſs and lay open our hearts in fit method : 
and ſignificant words. Ability of ſpeech is a 
common gift of the Spirit, which the Loxp 
beſtoweth ,upon the bad, as well as on the 

good, & c. f“ 
i meaſure of the Spirit 
ſtandeth not in words and forms, but in fer- 
vent ſighs and groans .“ TM 

4. That, © There is nothing letteth but 
that in ſuch forms, the hearers hearts may 
profitably go with the ſame both to humble, 
to quicken, and to comforth.” And Dr. 
Owen ſays © That ſuch forms as our Liturgy 
may be for edification, and that perſons in 
uſing them may have conmunion with Go |.” 


® Rogers's 7 Tr.—Tr, 3. c. 4. p. 223. 
+ Ball's Trial, e. 5. p. 83, 

2 bid. 

I Rogers, ibid. | 

} Diſcourſe of Prayer, p. 222, 231, 232, 
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5. They allow that, © the Scriptures in- 
ſiſted upon, in this caſe, are grounded on 
miſtakes, and are miſapphed,” This Mr. 
Tombs, in particular, hath clearly proved “. 

4thly. We ſhall now confider what thoſe 
old Diſſenting miniſters opinions are of our 
Engliſh Liturgy, or common prayer, both as 


to the Liturgy itſelf, and communion in it. 


As to the Liturgy itſelf, it is acknowledged, 
1. That the matter, is for the moſt part, 
very good, ſound and divine, and that“ There 
is not any doctrinal paſſage in any of the pray- 
ers, that may not bear a good conſtruction, 
and ſo Amen may be ſaid to it.“ This Dr. 


Bryan and others maintain f. 


2. That as no Church for this 1400 years 
has been without its public forms, ſo ours is 
the beſt, & Compare, ſay they, © the doc- 
trines, prayers, rites, which are ufed in other 
Churches, with ours, and in all theſe (bleſſed 
be the name of the Lox b) we are more pure 


than they 1. Mr. Baxter ſays the ſame 9. 


* Theodulla, p. 164. 238. . | 
FT Bryan's Dwelling with Gop, Serm. VI. p. 312.—Baxter's De- 
fence, Part I. p. 29. 39.—Crofton's Refor, no Separ. p. 25. 

t T. b. Jerubbaal.— Letter of the Miniſt. in Old Engl. p. 324 

Second Plea for Peace, p. 101. 


3. That | 


LETTER VI. 14 
3. That which is accounted moſt faulty 
they own to be tolerable, and hinders not its 
being acceptable to God, and edifying to pious 
and well · diſpoſed perſons. 
Mr. Corbet ſays, The worſhip contained 
in the Church Liturgy may lawfully be par- 
taked in, it being ſound for ſubſtance in the 
main, and the mode thereof being laudable, 
in divers forms and orders, and paſlable in 
the moſt, though in ſome inconvenient per- 
haps, and leſs perfect “.“ | 
The miniſters of Old England tell us s that 
te jn them that join with the Church prayers, 
according to CHRIST's command, (and liberty 
of abſence from CHRIST hath not been 
ſhewed) notwithſtanding the corruptions, we 
hold the prayers to be an holy and acceptable 
ſacrifice to Gob, &c. ? 
Mr. Hilderſham, Mr. Rogers | &c. al- 
low, © That the prayers of our Liturgy are 
oh edifying to pious hearers;” and 
Mr. Corbet fays, from his own experi- 
ence d, © Though I Judge the CR form 


* Plea for Lay-communion, p 2. Vid. Ball's Ta, c. 9. p. 
+ Letter of the Old Eng. miniſters, p. 13. 
1 Treat. 3. c. 4. Pp. 25 4+ | 
8 122 p 1. 


2 


mern wm. 
of worſhip to be leſs perfect than is deſired, 
yet I have found my heart ſpiritually affected 
and raiſed towards Gop therein, and more 
eſpecially in receiving at Church the Logy's 
i ſupper. I judge this form may be uſed for- 
—_ mally by the formal, and ſpiritually by the 
ſpiritual. It is my part to make the beſt of 
it, being the eſtabliſhed form.” | 

As to Communion 1 in the Leurgy, they 
= | allow, i 
1 | 1. That there is no cauſe to renounce it, 
| | or the communion of the Church, for it“ and 
that to do ſo is a ſin f. 

2. That © all the Reformed n in 
| Chriſtendom, do commonly profeſs to hold 
. communion with the Engliſh Churches in 
: their Liturgy, if they come TE us, where 

it is uſed 4.“ 
3. The old Diſſenters ace ce that they 
ordinarily and conſtantly uſed the Commu- 
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N d . nion- book, in their public miniſtrations F. 
3 And their ſucceſſors in 1683, tell us that 
1 po | * 


* Corbet's Plea, p. 3. 
: 4 + Gifford's Plain Declaration, —Ball's Trial, &c. 
3 | | | 1 Mr. Baxter's Def. of Cure, p. 68. 


| + Ball's Trial, p. 121. c. Be p. 155, 
« they 
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ic they could lawfully not only hear com- 
mon prayers in Church, but read it them- 

ſelves *. LE 


* Mr. Read's Caſe, p. 7, Humphrey. Baxter. Fal- | 


clough, &c. 2 
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—  —  — — — — 

SHALL not exhauſt your patience with 

a detail of the hacknied objections which 
our ſeveral ſectarians have publiſhed againſt 
our Liturgy, and which the anſwers of our 
divines have clearly confuted and filenced, a 
century ago“, but as, at preſent, as well as 
then, ſome Diſſenting miniſters and writers 
of their party f, whoſe popularity, among the 


low and ignorant people in their walk, may 


gain them credit to any thing they ſay, have 


baſely aſſerted that the Liturgy of our Church 
is full of Popery; I think it proper, before I 
conclude, to give you the anſwer to this 
charge, which was given by the old Diſſent- 
ers, and by ſome of our learned clergy, a 


* Vid. Biſhop Beverege's Sermon © On the Excellency and Uſe- 


fulneſs of the Common Prayer.” Archbiſhop Teniſon ; Dr. Claget ; 
Dr. Cave, &C. 


FT A book called the Confeffional ; Dr. Price, &. 


hundred 


LETTER VIII. 151 
hundred years before Dr. Price, or the author 
of the Confeſſional, &c. was born. 

ce Tf,” ſays the old Diſſenters, © the Litur- 
gy of the Church of England be Popiſh, An- 
tichriſtian, or like the Maſs-book, it muſt be 
ſo either in reſpect of the matter, or the form. 
Not of the matter, for all that which properly 
belonged to Antichriſt, the foul and groſs 
errors is quite purged out. Not of the form, 
for order and phraſe of ſpeech is not properly 
Antichriſtian, or Popiſn *. 

2. They inſiſt F, © that the Engliſh Liturgy 
is gathered according to the ancients, the 
pureſt of them, and is by no means a collec- 
tion out of the Maſs-book, but a refining of 
that Liturgy which Rome had ſtained with 
her Maſs, &c. And that it is not at all a | 
tranſlation of that Maſs, but a reſtitution of 
the primitive Liturgy.” 

This was the unanimous opinion of their 
moſt eminent and judicious divines. And 
their learned Mr. Tombs was ſo zealous on 
this point, that he warmly ſays, © I cannot 
but judge that either much ignorance or much 


1 Ball's Trial, c. 8. p. 152, 153. 
1 V. Letter of the Miniſt. of Old Engl. p · 14. Dr. Bryan's 
Dwelling with God, p. 309, 310. Mr. Baxter" s Cure, p. 281. 
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malice it is, that makes any perſon traduee 
the Engliſn Common Prayer Book, as if it 
were the Popiſh Maſs-book, or as bad as it; 
and to deter men from joining with thoſe 
prayers and ſervices in it, as if it were joining 
with Antichriſt, the Pope, (when they can 
hardly be ignorant that the Martyrs in Queen 
Mary's days were burnt for it) is impudent 
falſhood *.“ 

So much for the judgment of the old Diſ- 
ſenters on this objection to our Liturgy, Let 
us now attend to what ſome of the Church 
divines ſay in reply to it. 

Dr. Claget ſays, This objection, that our 
prayers, &c. are to be found in the Maſs- 
book, and the Breviary, and the offices of the 


Church of Rome, hath made a great noiſe; 


but I appeal to men of underſtanding if there 
be any ſenſe in it. 

No man will ſay, that it is enough to make 
any prayer or form of devotion or inſtruction 
unlawful to be uſed, that the ſame is to be 


found in the Maſs-book, &c. For then the 


Lord's Prayer, the Pſalms, a great part of 
the Scriptures, and the Creeds, muſt never 


* Theodulla, p. 102. 


be 


PP 
be uſed by us; and therefore whether any 
part of the Roman ſervice is to be uſed by us 


or not, muſt be judged by ſome other rule, 


that is, by the Word of Gop. So that it is 2 
vain and nugatory exception againſt any part 
of our Liturgy, to ſay it was taken out of the 
Maſo-book, unleſs it could be alſo ſhewn 
that it is ſome part of the Romiſn ſuperſli- 
tion. | 


being of neceſſary uſe, are to be retained by 


us, though the Church of Rome refains them, 


but that there 1s not the ſame reaſon for forms 


which are not neceſſary ; but in thoſe we 


ought to go as far from that Church as ever 
we can. : Fr TE, 

But what reaſon, in the name of common 
' ſenſe is there for this? For the danger that 
may happen to us in coming too near them, 
lies in things wherein they do ill, not in which 
they do well, And as for the Papiſts them- 
| felves, we do not in the leaſt countenance 
them wherein they are wrong, by agreeing 


with them wherein they are right, And as 


for the things themſelves, they are not the 
worſe for being uſed by them. Even Calyin 
ſays, © Let not any perſon think me ſo auſtere, 


2 


I know it has been ſaid, that the Scriptures 
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or bound up as to fotbid a Chriſtian, without 
any exception to accommodate himſelf to the 
Papiſts in any ceremony or obſervance; for 
it is not my purpoſe to condemn any thing, 
but what is clearly evil or openly vitious *.“ 
We ſhould allow the Papiſts a greater power 
to do miſchief than they have, if their uſing 
of ſome good things ſhould render all uſe of 
them hurtful to us. 2 | 
The caſe, in ſhort, is this. When our Re- 
formers were intent upon the reformation of 
the Liturgy, they deſigned to purge it of all 
thoſe corrupt additions, which the uſurped 
authority of the Church of Rome had long 
ſince brought into it; and to retain nothing 
but what was agreeable to the Holy Scrip- 
tures, and to the practice of the purer ages of 
the Church. And in this they acted like 
wiſe men, becauſe thus it would be evident 
to the world that they reformed upon juſt and 
neceſſary reaſons, and not merely out of a de- 
ſire of change and innovation; ſince they 
purified the forms of Divine Service from 
nothing but innovations and corruptions, and 
an unprofitable crowd of ceremonies. 


* Calvin, de vitanda Superſtitione, &c. 
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No man can ſhew us a good reaſon why 
thoſe paſſages in the Common Prayer Book, 
which are to be found in the Maſs Book, 
but which were uſed alſo by the Church be- 
fore Romaniſm had corrupted it, are not as 
much to be valued, becauſe they were once 
uſed by the primitive Chriſtians, as they are 
to be run down becauſe they have been ſince 
uſed by ſuperſtitious and idolatrous men. But 
Too conclude this matter, if any man would 
Ait down with a deſign to expoſe the Maſs 
Book, he would, I ſuppoſe, lay hold upon 
-nothing but the corruptions that are in it, and 
things that are obnoxious to juſt reproof, not 
on things that are juſtifiable and may eaſily 
be defended. And the reaſon of this is plain, 
becauſe the Maſs Book is to blame for thoſe. 
parts of it only, but-not at all for theſe. Why 
then, our Diſſenters muſt allow, that for ſuch | 
paſſages as the Maſs Book itſelf is not worthy nl 
of blame, neither is our Liturgy to be blamed, | 
af they would ſpeak without re and 
paſſion. 
Another of our abe argues thus, in vin- 1 
dicating our Liturgy from the imputation of 
Popery. 


For 
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For our Liturgy of ſome ancient prayers, 
is it Popiſh as a ſet form? Or as a form of 
thoſe prayers? A ſet form is ſo expedient and 
neceſſary to the Church, if but for the ſake 
of the people (that they may be ſure to have 
no other petitions ſuggeſted than what are fit, 
that their devotion may not ſuffer by. the 
weakneſs or indiſcretion of the miniſter, that 
they may know beforehand how to prepare 
their thoughts, and what frame of ſoul is to 


be brought to Church), that I may take leave 


to ſay, had a ſet form been uſed, not only in 
the ſuperſtitions of Rome, but in the charms 
of Magician, it ought, however, to be uſed in 
the ſervice of Gop. If the Papiſts, if even 


the Heathens uſed ſet forms, becauſe it was 


the moſt certain, orderly, and beſt conſidered 


way, moſt fit and proper for the worſhip of a 


Gop, muſt we, therefore be forbid? Becauſe 
they did well, are we, therefore to do worſe ? 
And fo for the prayers themſelves, they are 


moſt of them older than Popery, and none of 


them more Popiſh than the Loxp's Prayer. 
And if there are any of their compoſitions, 
yet if they are good, and according to the will 
of Gop, why may they not be offered to him 
by us, as well as by them? Nay, may they 

| | not 
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not be more acceptable to Gob, as they may 


be a teſtimony how willing we would be to 


keep the unity of his Church, and to join 
with all Chriſtians, were we permitted in all 
their devotions? If our accuſers would ſhew 
us any Popery in our prayers, they ought to 
ſhew us where we pray to any but God, or 
for any thing for which we have not his war- 
rant; where we uſe any interceſſion but our 
_ Saviour's, or what part of our Engliſh lan- 
guage is an unknown tongue. | 

Biſhop Stillingfleet, to whoſe learning and 


veracity no Diſſenter of literary character can 


reaſonably object, hath aſſured us that © the 
Church of England hath omitted none of 
thoſe offices wherein all the ancient Churches 
were agreed, And where the primitive Bri- 
tiſn or Gallican Church differed from the 
Roman, our preſent Church hath not fol- 
lowed the Roman but the Gallican, and Bri- 


tiſn; and therefore our Diſſenters do very un- 
reaſonably charge us with taking our offices 


from the Church of Rome“. Biſhop Jewell 
ſpeaking on the ſame ſubject ſays, Nos vero 
nibil temere, nibil niſi ſumma cum ratione fecimus, 


* Vid. d. Stillingf. Origin. Britagnig. c. 4. P+ 237. and frgm p. 216 
to p. 237, he proves this, 


wibil 
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nibil niſi quod videbamus et ſemper licuiſſe fieri, et 
a Santtis Patribus, ſæpe, fine ulla reprehenſione, 


fuiſſe faFum. Haque, convocatis Epiſcopis fre- 


quenti Synodo, communi conſenſu omnium. ordinum, 
erclgiæ ſordes, quas vel incuria hominum vel ma- 
litia infuderat, tanquam Auge ſtabulum, repur- 
gavimus; et quantum aſſequi maximè potuimus, 
omnia ad priſtinum nitorem, ad apoſtolicorum 
temporum et Primitive Ecclgſiæ ſimilitudinem re- 
vocavimus. Jdque et potuimus rette facere, et 
quia potuimus, fidenter fecimus | 

As a kind of tranſlation to what I] have 
cited from this venerable Biſhop, and as an 
additional authority in favour of what I write 
for, if any more authorities were neceſſary, 
allow me to conclude with what Mr. Downes 
ſays, in his lives of the compilers of our Li- 
turgy. They not only examined the Popiſh 
forms, but likewiſe all other ſervice books 
then in uſe, Theſe they compared-with the 


primitive Liturgies, and whatever they found 


in them conſonant to the Holy Scriptures, 
and the doctrine and worſhip of the primitive 
Church, they retained and improved; but the 
modern corruptions and ſuperſtitious innova- 


Ejpiſt. Juelli Epiſcop. De Concil. Tr dent. 


tions 
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tions of later ages they entirely diſcharged and 
rejected“. 

I hope, by this time, I have ſatisfied you 
on the two points I promiſed to prove. 
1. The antiquity of Liturgies, and 2. That 


our Church Liturgy is a truly primitive and 


ſcriptural one, formed.on the model of the 
apoſtolic times, and the pureſt ages of the 
Chriſtian Church, before the world ever heard 
of Popery, or Proteſtant Diſſenters. 


In my next, I ſhall prove the antiquity | 


and propriety of © kneeling at the Sacrament 


of the Supper.” And vindicate it from the 


Popery which our Difſenters have of late been 


baſely taught to accuſe it of, In the mean 


time, believe me, 8 


* Downes Lives, &c. P» 1 30. 
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My dear Sir, 


AM now to prove to you, that © Kneel- 
ing at the Holy Sacrament of the LoRkb's 


Supper, as commanded by the Church of 


England, is agrecable to the practice of the 
firſt and pureſt ages of the Chriſtian Church,” 
long before the world had ever heard of a 
Pope or a Papiſt, and therefore, there can- 


not be any thing of Popery in it. 


The only way for proving this is diligently 
to conſult the records of ancient times, and 
from them to make a faithful report of the 
cuſtoms and uſages of the old primitive 


Church of Caurisr. When once theſe are 


known, it will be very eaſy, by comparing 
things together, to diſcern whether they are 
conſiſtent, or contrary one to another? Whe- 


as 


i 
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as to kneeling at the Sacrament, be agreeable 
or repugnant to that of the firſt Chriſtians? 
In anſwer, therefore, to this queſtion, my 
buſineſs is to give a plain hiſtorical account 
of the practice of the Church in thoſe early 
ages of Chriſtianity. In my doing this it will 


evidently appear, that the Church of England, 


by obliging her communicants to kneel, dotin 


not oblige them to practice any thing but 


what is . HY to the cuſtoms and practice 
of pure antiquity. 

But before I enter upon what I have en- 
gaged to perform, I beg leave to premiſe a 


few things concerning this queſtion in gene- 


ral, and to explain what we are to underſtand 
by the term contained in it,“ Fe firſt and 
pureſt ages.” | 

As to the caſe itſelf in general, it is of ſuch 
a nature, and requires ſuch an anſwer, that 
not one in a pariſh, of the ordinary and com- 
mon ſort of people, is properly qualified to 
underſtand it, ſo as to pals a true judgment 
on it; whether we are in the right or wrong 
they know not, the merits of. the caule are 
quite out of their reach. They believe as 
they are taught, and upon the credit of others 


who, they ſuppoſe, are able to inform them 
Vor. I. IL. about 


| 
| 
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about ſuch matters. For in order to eſtimate 


the preſent caſe aright, and as it ought, it is 


neceſſary that a man have ſome competent 


knowledge of the cuſtoms and conſtitutions 


of the ancient Church ;. the decrees of coun- 
cils, the works of the Fathers, and the origi- 


nal languages wherein they wrote. This few 


or none of the vulgar have attained to, 

And indeed, for the ſake of this very con- 
fideration, I ſhould have paſſed this query by, 
without examining it in the way I do, had I 
not in my interviews with ſeveral Lay Diſ- 
ſenters heard it mentioned, and the Popery of 
it pleaded in juſtification of their non-confor- 
mity to the cuſtom and conſtitution of our 
eſtabliſhed Church. 

I cannot help being aſtoniſhed to find men 
make that a rule of conſcience, and boldly re- 
ly and practice upon it, which they do not at 
all underſtand. It is ſtill more aſtoniſhing to 
find this weapon put into the hands of or- 
dinary and illiterate people, not only to de- 
fend themſelves againſt the laws of their law- 
ful ſuperiors, and thoſe who are ſet over them 
by God to be their rulers and guides, in all 
ſuch caſes, eſpecially, where they are inca- 
pable of ruling or directing themſelves, but 

0 
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alſo to wound and murder the reputation of the 
national Church, as degenerate from all anti- 
quity, as introducing and impoſing novel cuſ- 
toms and ceremonies repugnant to the prin- 
ciples and practices of the firſt and 8555 
ges, and imported from Rome. 

Whether it be an honeſt or Chriſtian ation 
of our Diſſenting miniſters to furniſh the 
common people, who are their auditors, with 
ſuch kind of arguments as theſe, ſo much out 
of their way, and above their capacity and 
underſtanding, I ſubmit to the candid part 
of the world. . 

The next thing I would premiſe is this: 
ſuppoſe, for a moment, that kneeling at the 
Sacrament was never uſed by the ancient 
Church, yet ſuch an objection is a wretched 
plea in the mouth of a Diſſenter to juſtify his 
non- conformity by, as to this particular geſ- 
ture. 

For if kneeling be a crime and unlawful, 
becauſe it was not uſed in primitive times: 
fitting at the Sacrament 1s a much greater : 
for that was condemned as an irreverend poſ- 
ture, as will appear by and by. Beſides, the 
Diſſenters have a very little value for anti- 

Ss quity, 
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quity, and in all things almoſt run quite 
counter to it. 

One would therefore think "ne ſhould be 
very willing to receive kneeling, for that very 
reaſon which they produce againſt it, that is, 
| becauſe, according to them, it is contrary to 
the current practice of all antiquity, as they 
teach one another to believe. This, I ſay, 
might be expected from them, becauſe they 
will not be perſuaded by any means or in- 
treaties to comply with ſuch cuſtoms and 
ceremonies of our Church, as were undoubt- 
edly uſed by the primitive Chriſtians. Such 
as god-fathers and god-mothers, the croſs in 
baptiſm, the feaſts or holy days of Chriſtmas, 
Eaſter, &c. Inſtead of conformity to theſe 
things, they raiſe a hue and cry upon the 
Church, as Popiſh and Antichriſtian, for en- 
Joining ſuch ceremonies, and pretend they had 
much rather endure any extremity, than ſub- 
mit their necks to ſuch an intolerable yoke. 

But what can government do to pleaſe ſuck 
capricious, humourſome perſons ! When our 
governors tread in the very ſteps of the pri- 
mitive Biſhops, and bleſſed Martyrs of anti- 
quity, then they are Popiſh and Antichriſtian, 


\ . and 


LETTER IX: 165 
and the conſciences of our Diſſenting bre- 
thren will not ſuffer them to conform; at other 
times they cannot conform, becauſe they re- 
quire them to do what was never required 
nor practiſed in the Church of CHRIST, till 
tranſubſtantiation was eſtabliſhed in the world. 
So-that to follow antiquity is their objection 
againſt conformity, to-day ; and not to follow 
it is as great a one with them, to-morrow : 
whenever they pleaſe to make it ſo, it is ſo, 
and mult be ſo, ſay or do all we poſlibly can 
to the contrary. 


So ſullenly addicted ſtill 
To their only principle, their will, 
That whatſoe' er it chance to prove 
No force of argument can move. 
For though their topics, frail and weak, 
Could ne'er amount above a freak, 
They till maintain them, like their faults, 
Againſt the deſp'rateſt aſſaults; 
And back their feeble want of ſenſe, 
With greater heat and confidence. Hun. 


Thus much concerning the caſe in general; 
let us now inquire into the mains of that 
phraſe, the © firſt and pureſt ages.” 

This I think may be eaſily made out from 
the writings of thoſe men who have obſtinately 

L 3 | defended 
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defended ſitting, or a common table geſture, 
and who have delivered their ſentiments with 
as much clearneſs and as roundly as one 
would wiſh concerning this point. For. thus, 


ſays one of them, who pleads warmly for 


fitting, « Antiquity is wholly againſt vs, and 
the primitive Churches never ſo much as 
heard of kneeling; and the Churches ſuc- 


ceeding excluded it out of their congrega- 


tions, and gave it no entertainment for the 
ſpace of 1200 years. That knecling to re- 
ceive the Sacrament, was not uſed at the in- 
ſtitution of the Lokp's Supper, nor after in 
any age of the Church, before the time of 
Honorius the Third, about the year 12200. 

Another great champion for ſitting writes, 
6 Didoclaviys maintaineth that which none 
of our oppoſites are able to infringe, viz, 
That no teſtimony can be produced which 
may evince that ever kneeling was uſed before 
the time of Honorius the Third.” He ob- 
ſerves too, from the hiſtory of the, Waldenſes, 


That bowing of the knees before the Hoſt 


was then only enjoined, when the opinion of 


tranſubſtantiation got place 7 


* Diſpute upon Kneel, &c. To the Reader. 
+ Gilleſp. Piſp. againſt Eng. Pop. Cerem. p, 191. Altar. Da- 
maſce. 784. and ibid. Lib. I. c. 1. | ER 
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By the practice of the Church in the firft 
| and pureſt ages, I conceive they mean this 
much: © That from the age wherein the holy 
Apoſtles lived, -down to that wherein tran- 
ſubſtantiation was ſet on foot, or that wherein 
Honorius the Third enjoined the adoration of 
the Hoſt, kneeling in the a& of receiving the 
Lord's Supper, was never heard of nor uſed; 
or, as one * expreſsly aſſerts it, till the 
year 1220.“ 

Now, in order to make ſure of che matter 
under our conſideration, and to clear it up to 
your ſatisfaction, I think it will be neceſſary 
to fix the time when tranſubſtantiation was 

firſt broached, as well as when it was eſta- 
bliſhed, and impoſed as an article of faith, as 
alſo when the adoration of the hoſt was en- 
joined. By doing this the exact limits will 
be known, beyond which we are not to paſs, 
to fetch in evidence; and conſequently all ex- 
_ travagancy will be prevented on our part, and 
all cavilling, if poſſible, on theirs. 
As for he time then, which we enquire after, 
I think we may very ſafely rely on the judg- 
ment of a very learned prelate of our own“. 


* Hiſtori. Tranſub, Papal. Johan. Epiſt. Dunelm. Edit. 167 5. 
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He tells us, the word of tranſubſtantiation is 
ſo far from being found in the Sacred Scrip- 


tures, or the writings of the ancient fathers, 


that the great patrons of it do themſelves ac- 
knowledge, it was not ſo much as heard of 
before the twelfth century. Nay, that the 
thing itſelf, without the word, the doctrine 
without the expreſſion, cannot be proved from 
Scripture, 1s ingenuoyſly acknowledged by the 
moſt learned ſchoolmen *, who endeavoured 
by other arguments to defend it, and allow it 
to be brought in by the authority of the Pape, 
and not received in the Church of Rome till 
1200 years after CHRIST. The firſt authors 
who mention this new-coined word, tranſub- 
ſtantiation, are Petrus Bleſenſis, who lived 
under Pope Alexander III. about the year 
1159, and Stephanus Eduenſis, a Biſhop, 
whoſe age and writings are very doubtful. 
The Pope, who firſt eſtabliſhed this abſurd 
doctrine by his own arbitrary power, as an ar- 
ticle of faith, was Innocent III f. And his 


fucceſſor, Honorius, was the man who decreed 


adoration to the Hoſt , o 


S "LOCA Durandus, Biel, Camerecen, Cajetan, & 
+ An. Domin. 1215. 


6 An. Domin. 1277, or thereabouts, 
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The firſt council who took notice of and 
approved this Papal decree, was that afſembled 
at Conſtance“, which condemned our Wickliff 
for an heretic, becauſe among other truths, 
he had aſſerted, © That the ſubſtance of the 
bread and wine remains materially in the Sa- 
crament of the altar; and that in the ſame 
Sacrament no accidents of bread and wine 
remain without a ſubſtance.” For this opi- 
nion they ordered his body to be taken out of 
kis grave, and burnt to aſhes. 
Thus matters ſtood till the year 15 5 1, when 
the council of Trent publiſhed it to the world. 
for an infallible truth, and impoſed the belief 
of it upon all, under the pain of an . 
thema. 5 
As for the doctrine of conſubſtantiation, 
and the corporal preſence of Cukis at, with, 
and in, the Sacrament, it was ſtarted long be- 
fore that of tranſubſtantiation, and was much 
diſputed in the learned world. He who firſt 
thought of it in the Eaſt, was John Damaſ- 
cen, in the days of Gregory III. about the 
year 740. About 100 years afterwards it 
was revived in the Weſt, by the means of 
Paſchaſius Radbertus, a Monk of A, and 


* An, Dom» 147% 
One 
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one Arnalarius a Deacon of Metz *. The 


former taught that CnRIST was conſubſtanti- 


ated, or rather incloſed in the bread, and cor- 
porally-united to it in the Sacrament; for as 
yet there was no idea of ſuch a thing as the 
tranſubſtantiation of bread, The latter gives 
it as his belief that the ſimple nature of the bread 
and wine mixed is turned into a reaſonable na- 
lure p, viz. of the body and blood of CHRIST. 


Ia another place he confeſſeth, that it was paſt 


his comprehenſion to determine what became 
of this body after it was eaten . When 
the body of CHRIST is taken with a good in- 
tention, it is not for me, ſays he, to diſpute 
whether it be inviſibly taken up into heaven, 
or kept in our body till the day of our burial, 


or exhaled into the air, or whether it go out 
of the body with the blood, or be ſent out by 
the mouth, &c. . For this and other fooliſh 


ſpeculation about the three parts or kinds of 


Cngisr's body, he was cenſured by a Synod 


He wrote De Eccleſiaſ. Officiis De Ord. - Antiphon. &c. and 
was coteraporary with Amalarins Fortunatus Archbiſhop of Triers, 
who wrote De Sac. Baptiſ. ad Carol. M. 

+ Amalar. De Ecclel. 2 Lib. III. c. 9 and Lib. III. 
E. 35. 

41 Amalar. Epiſt. ad 1 MS. in Biblioth. Coll. S. Be- 
nedic, Cantabri. Cod. 55, hs by ue Uſher, Anſ. Jeſuits 
Opal. p. 73. 
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held at Creſſy, wherein it was declared by 
the Biſhops of France, That the bread and 
wine are ſpiritually made the body of CHRIST; 
which being a meat of the mind, and not of 
the belly, is not corrupted, but remaineth 
unto everlaſting life.” From this we may 
ſee, and alſo from the writings of ſeveral 
learned men of that age“, who oppoſed the 
dotages of the corporal preſence, that the 
Weſtern Church had not then adulterated the 
doctrine of the Sacrament, but followed the 
pure and found ſenſe of the ancient fathers, 
and condemned theſe whims and ſtupid con- 
ceits of the carnal or oral eating of Carisr in 
the ſacrament. Nay, in the year 1079, when 
Hildebrand, called Gregory VII. came to 
the Papal chair, the Biſhops and Doctors 
were divided in their opinions concerning the 
corporal preſence. Some maintained Beren- 
garius's opinion, who denied it; fome followed 
that of Paſchaſius, as appears from the acts 
of that council, writ by thoſe of the Pope's 
faction, and called on purpoſe to condemn 
Berengarius. And even Hildebrand himſelf, 
it I ſaid, doubted whether what we receive at 


* Rabanys Maurus, John m_ Wala. ane, Ramos of 
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the 1.ond's table, be indeed the beds of 
CHRIST by a ſubſtantial converſion. Three 
months was granted to Berengarius to con- 
ſider in, and a faſt appointed to the Cardinals, 
that ſome ſign from heaven might be given 
by Gop to ſhew who was in the right, the 


Pope or Berengarius *. It ſeems the doctrine 
of the Pope's infallibility was not known in 


that age; and that of the corporal preſence 
much doubted. But however thus much we 
may conclude upon, that from the dark and 
myſterious writings of Paſchaſius and Ama- 
larius, without any ſign from heaven, did 
that monſtrous error of tranſubſtantiation take 
its riſe, which came after this period to be 
eſtabliſhed as an article of faith in n the Church 
of Rome. 

As to the time then in which: we are to con- 
fine this diſcuſſion, it ſhall be the firſt 700 
years after CHRIST. And J ſhall appeal for 
evidence, in the ſubject under diſpute to none 
but authors who lived within that ſeries of 
years. And I hope the Diſſenters will allow 
that they lived in the firſt and pureſt ages, 
becauſe they were dead before the doctrines 


either of conſubſtantiation or tranſubſtantiation 


* Benno. Card. in Vita Hild.— Epiſ. Dunelm. Hift, Tran. P* 135. 
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' were ever thought of, much leſs received and 
eſtabliſhed in the world. | 1 
If I would take all the advantage that the 
advocates for ſitting give me, I need not 
confine myſelf within ſo narrow a compaſs. 
For they challenge our Church to produce 
one inſtance for kneeling before the days of 
Honorius the Third, who lived 1220, or very 
near that year; and they confidently aſſert, 
| kneeling was never heard of, nor uſed, for 
1200 years after Cyg1sr. I. hope therefore 
they will not complain I uſe them unfairly, 
or ſtrain the point, ſince I give them away 
500 years, wherein the pure ancient Catholic 
faith, with reſpe& to the facrament in queſ- 
tion, began to decline, and was by various. 
arts, at laſt, groſsly corrupted. This piece of 
liberality I need not have diſpenſed to them, 
but my deſign is to convince, not to contend, 
Let us therefore bring this matter under exa- 
mination, and ſee what the practice was for 
700 years after CHRIST, or which is all one 
in the firſt and pureſt ages. I ſay, and ſhall 
_ endeavour to prove, 1. That it is more than 
| probable the primitive Chriſtians did always 
kneel 1 in the act of receiving, as communi- 
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cants in the Church of England do. 2. That 


it is certain they uſed an adoring poſture. 


1. For the firſt century or 100 years in 
which our Saviour and the Apoſtles lived, 


the Scriptures have left us in the dark, and 


under great uncertainty what. the particular 
geſture was which they uſed at the inſtitution 
and celebration of the Holy Sacrament of che 
Supper. Cux1sT inſtituted this holy feaſt at 
the cloſe of the Paſchal feaſt, and adminiſtered 


it to his Diſciples, but whether ſitting, kneel- 


ing, or ſtanding, is no where mentioned, nor 
plainly determined; the Babylon and Jeruſa- 
lem Talmud, Maimonides, and Buxtorf, aſ- 
ſure us that the Jews, at the beginning of the 
Paſchal feaſt, placed themſelves in a leaning 
or diſcumbing poſture, and continued it while 
they eat and drank the two firſt cups of wine; 
(for every gueſt was obliged at this feaſt, to 
drink four cups) but, ar the third cup, called 
in their language, The Cup of Bleſſing, and the 
fourth, called The Song or Pſalm. Cup when 
they ſung the hymn, there was no neceſlity of 
lying along“, but on the contrary, if we be- 
lieve the Jewiſh doctors, of ſtanding up as 
flaves, to remind them of their Egyptian 


The Talmudiſts and Maimonides, &c. teſtify this, 
| bondage. 
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bondage . It is likely when our Lozp took 
the third cup, he took 'an opportunity to 
change the uſe and fignification of it, and to 
inſtitute the Euchariſtic cup called in alluſion 
to this, very probably by St. Paul, The Cup 
of Bleſſing. Beſides, though the Jews in 
their ſolemn feaſts uſed diſcumbing, yet in 
giving thanks and in bleſſing, before thoſe 
feaſts, Philo tells us they were always in 3 
ſtanding geſture, with their eyes and their 
hands lifted up to heaven; and, therefore it is 
highly - improbable that ChRIsr and his 
Apoftles, would continue in their table geſ- 
ture, at the bleſſing of the holy ſupper, 
which is an higher ordinance than the Paſ- 
fover. Becauſe to have done ſo would have 
been very unſuitable to fo great and ſo holy 
a ſolemnity, eſpecially too, if as the learned 
Dr. Lightfoot thinks, Carisr changed the 
third cup at the Paſſover, called The Cup of 
Bleſſing, into the Sacramental Cup, For, if 
he did, he would certainly change his poſture, 
and according to the Jewiſh general and eſta- 
bliſhed cuſtom, ſtand in the geſture of adora- 
tion. But though I think more and ſtronger 


* Buxtorf, Syn. c. 13. p. 300. 
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arguments might be brought in defence of 
the ſtanding geſture than of any other, it is 
not my buſineſs at preſent to offer them, nor 
to make any longer digreſſion from the point 
in hand; as therefore, the particular attitude 
uſed by CHRIST at the inſtitution of the ſup- 
per can never be poſitively proved, and our 
Bible is totally filent on this part of the ſub. 
je&, I proceed to enquire what the primitive 
fathers and councils, &c. have left to aid our 
conjectures. 

It is certain, ſitting was 3 by the 
primitive Church as a very irreverend and 
improper poſture, in the worſhip and ſervice 
of Gob. Of this take a few inſtances. 

The ancient Laodicean Synod * finding 
great inconveniencies to ariſe from the Love 
Feaſts which were kept at the ſame time with 
the Lord's Supper, prohibited abſolutely the 
faid feaſts, and the Iy ing upon couches, as 
they uſually did at thoſe feaſts. 

The words of the Canon (No. 28, ) are 
theſe: The feaſts of charity ought not to 


This Synod met under Pope Sylveſter, I. between the Neocæſa - 
rian Synod, and the firſt General Council of Nice: that is, between 
the years 314 and 325, as ſome learned men tell us. Or Ann- 
Dom. 36 55 after the 295 General Nice ne 8 as other writers 
think. 

be 


be kept in the Loxp's houſe, or in the 
Church, neither may * eat or make couches 
in the houſe of Gob.“ 

This was afterwards forbid too by the coun- 
il of Carthage; and the decrees of both theſe 
provincial or national councils were ratified 
by the 6th Trullan council (Canon 74) and 
that under the pain of excommunication. 
Upon this the cuſtom gradually came to be 
totally neglected. 

The reaſons which induced theſe holy 
Biſhops and ancient Fathers to prohibit tlieſe 
feaſts of charity, and the uſe of a diſcumbing 
poſture upon beds or couches in Church, 
which was an ordinary table geſture in that 
country and age, were in all probability taken 
from the very great diſorder and irreverence, 
the animoſities and exceſſes that accompanied 
theſe feaſts, and of which both rich and poor 
were guilty. They did not make any diſtinc- 
tion between their ſpiritual and corporal food, 
between the Loxps Supper and a common 
meal. They did not © Diſcern the Lord's 
Body,” as St. Paul expreſſes it; and there 
1s reaſon to think that the ſame abuſes which 
had crept in ſo early into the Church at 
Corinth, and which St. Paul took notice of 
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and reproved, continued and ſpread them- 
ſelves till the Church; by her cenſures and 
= decrees, oppoſed the growing evil, and rooted 

4 up the cauſes of ſuch ſcandalous effects. 
= To theſe Canons of councils, if we add 
| | the teſtimony of particular Biſhops who lived 
| in thoſe firſt ages, and who ſpeak not their 
own private ſenſe and opinions, but the cuſ- 
toms and uſages of the Church in their time, 
we ſhall very plainly ſee that fitting was ac 
counted an irreverend poſture in the worſhip 
of Gop, while they were employed in prayer 
Wl | or praiſe, or receiving the Holy Sacrament. 
| Juſtin Martyr, who lived in the ſecond 
A century, about the year of our LoRD 155, 
=. - immediately after the age of the Apoſtles, 
1 ſeems to hint that the people ſat at the ſer- 
f il mm-, and while the leſſons were reading “. 
| When he informs us concerning the Chriſtian 
| aſſemblies in his time, © After the reading of 
the leſſons, and the exhortatory ſermon of the 
Biſhop, we riſe up, faith he, altogether, and 
ſend up our prayers.” He does not indeed 
; inform us what the particular geſture was 
| which they uſed at their prayers, but it is clear 
1q enough they did not ſit; and they might kneel 


® Apol, 2, 
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for any thing he ſays to the contrary. For 
it is cuſtomary you know among us to fit at 

the ſermon; and during the reading of the 
leſſons; and after they are ended, we may be 
truly ſaid to riſe up all together and ſend up 
our prayers. But if any perſon ſhould infer 
from this that we ſtood and did not kneel, he 
would conclude againſt the law of the land 
and the practice of the Church. Riſing up 
doth not therefore neceſſarily imply that a 
man ſtands or kneels afterwards, but ſome- 
thing previous to both; for we e generally riſe 
before we do either. 
ZBüt however fitting at the ſermons and 
leſſons was uſual in thoſe aſſemblies which 
this holy Father and Martyr frequented, yet 
in moſt other places the people were not per- 

mitted to ſit at all. This appears partly from 
what Philoſtorgius, an ancient eccleſiaſtic hiſ- 
torian “ obſerves of Theophilus, an Indian 
Biſhop. He informs us, that among ſeveral 
irregularities which he corrected in thoſe 
Churches, he particularly reformed this; 
© That the people were wont to fit when the 
lefſons out of the Goſpel were read to them;” 


* Hiſt, Eccleſ, 1, 3. Ne 5+ p. 29. He lived A. D. 42 5» 
Ma and 
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and partly from Sozomen's hiſtory, in which 
it is remarked, as a very new and ſingular 
thing in the Biſhop of Alexandria, © That he 


did not riſe up when the Goſpels were read?” 


But Optatus*, Biſhop of Milevis, affords 
us a fuller evidence from what he writes 
againſt Parmenianus the Donatiſt. After he 


had accuſed him of pride and innovation, and 
_ cenſured him for an uncharitable and traduc- 


ing ſpirit, which animated all his ſermons and 
treatiſes, he cites a paſſage out of the pſalms, 
and applies it home to him. 7 fitteſt and 


ſpeakeſt againſt thy brather, &cf, In which 


place Gop reproves him who ſits and defames 
his brother, and therefore ſuch evil teachers 
as you, ſays Optatus, are more particularly 
pointed at in this text. Vor the people are 
uot permitted to ſit in the Church.” 

This text particularly reſpects Biſhops and 
Preſbyters, as the only perſons who had a 
right and privilege to ſit in the public and re- 


ligious aſſemblies. But it does not at all con- 
cern the people who always ſtood * whole 


time of divine ſervice . 


* Eccieſ. Hit. I. 7+ c. 19. p. 734. He lived An. Dom. 440- 
+ Plal. 49. In our tranſlation, 50, 20. Lib. IV. De Schiſm. 


Donat. p. 78. Paris Edit. An. Dom. 365. 


t Vid. Albaſp. Nat. in 4 Lib. Optats 
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If it had not been a general and prevailing 
cuſtom among the Chriſtians of thoſe times, 
as well heretical as orthodox to ſtand all the 
time in Church, and particularly at the leſſons 

and ſermons, Parmenianus might have eaſily 
retorted this argument upon Optatus as be- 
ing weak, and concluding nothing againſt 
him in particular, but what might have been 
charged in common upon all private Chriſti- 
ans who ſat in the Church as well as he. | 

Another teſtimony that ſitting was eſteemed 
irreverend in the worſhip of Gop, we have in 
a paſſage or two of Tertullian, who lived anno 


domini 198, in the ſame century with Juſtin 


Martyr. Among other bad cuſtoms taken 
notice of and reproved by this ancient Father, 
one is, that ſome of the people were wont © to 
ſit at prayer.” In the ſame chapter *, Ter- 
tullian ſays, * By doing ſo we are guilty of 
the oreat fin of irreverence, which the very 
heathens, if they underſtood what we do, would 
take notice of, For if it be irreverent to {it 
in the preſence of, and to confront one whom 
you have a high reſpect and veneration for, 
how much more irreligious is this geſture in 


* „ Tertullian, de Orat. c. 12. Tom. u. p- 130. Edit. Collon. 
Agrip. 1617. 
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the ſight of the living Gov, the angel of 
prayer yet ſtanding by! unleſs we think fit to 
upbraid Gop that prayer hath wearied us“. 

Add to this the ſaying of the Emperor Con- 
ſtantine the Great, That it was very unfit 
to attend upon any diſcourſe concerning Gov, | 
with caſe and ſoftneſs, and that it was very 
conſonant to piety and religion, that diſcourſes 
about divine things ſhould be heard ſtand- 
I. 

Theſe few inſtances may convince you that 
the ancient Church did by no means approve 
of ſitting, or a common table geſture even in 
their 9 religious ſervices, except at the 
reading of the leſſons, and hearing of the ſer- 
mon. This too was only prctiſed in ſome 
places; for in others, and the greater part of 
the Chriſtian Churches, the people were not 
allowed to fir at all i in Church. And at this 
day, this cuſtom i is ſtill obſerved in moſt, if 
not in all of the Eaſtern Churches, where 
there are no ſeats erected or allowed for the 
uſe of the people, 

And here permit me, before I proceed, to 


_— Tertull. de Oratione, Co 12. 


+ Euſch, de Vit. Conf. Mage Lib. Iv. r. 499+ Col, 8 
e 
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make a reflection or two upon what I have [ 
' wrote you. If the Apoſtles, when they were 
commiſſioned to teach all nations, had in their 
travels, every where taught and eſtabliſhed 
fitting or diſcumbing—the common table 
geſtures in the Eaſtern Churches—not only 
as convenient, but as neceſſary to be uſed in 
order to receive the Lorp's Supper worthily, 
it is yery ſurpriſing and unaccountable how 
there ſhould be ſuch an early and univerſal 
revolt of the primitive Church from the doe- 
trine and the conſtitutions of the Apoſtles ; 
and then when we conſider what a high value 
and eſteem the primitive Chriſtians had for 
the Apoſtles, the firſt founders of their faith, 
and for all that paſſed under their names, is 
it not very improbable, if not morally impoſ- 
ſible, that ſo many Churches, with all their 
reſpective Biſhops and numerous Paſtors 
dwelling in remote and diſtant countries, nog 
biaſſed by faction, not ſwayed by a ſuperior 
authority, perfectly free and independent one 
upon another, ſhould unanimouſly conſent 
and conſpire together to introduce a novel 
cuſtom into the Church of Curisr, contrary 
to apoſtolic precept or practice, and contrary 
to order; nay, and not only to do fo, but alſo | 
M4 to = f 
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to cenſure the practice and injunctions of di- 
vinely- inſpired men as indecent and unfit to 
be followed and obſerved in the public wor- 
ſhip of Gop ; and all this without the leaſt 
notice of it being taken by any writer, and 
without any complaint ar oppoſition from any 
particular perſon, either in that or any of the 
following ages? Would it not be abſurd to 
ſuppoſe, and much more fo to believe, all 
theſe glaring inconſiſtencies ? 
The Diſſenters of learning and we agree, 
that the primitive Church ee the ſacra- 
ment of the ſupper to be the moſt ſolemn 
part of Chriſtian worſhip, and what deſervedly 
challenged from them the utmoſt fervors of 
devotion, the higheſt poſſible reverence they 
could pay or expreſs either with their bodies 
or their ſouls. They conſidered admiſſion ta 
it as the greateſt honor and happineſs, and 
excluſion from it as the greateſt cure and 
puniſhment that could be inflicted. Their 
literati too agree with us that ſtanding, in time 
of divine ſervice, both at their prayers and 
at the ſacrament, was the poſture generally 
yſed by the ancient Church in her religious 
aſſemblies. There is, therefore, no occaſion 
for a cloud of witneſſes from eccleſiaſtic hiſ- 
tory 
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tory to prove this. But, however, I muſt 
be more particular. on the next point, for 
your information, You mult know, 

The primitive Church, . though on the 
Lonp's days, and for the ſpace of fifty days 
between Eaſter and Whit-Sunday, they ob- 
ſerved ſtanding, yet at other times, they uſed 
the geſture of kneeling at their public devo- 
tions, N ä 
This will appear from a decree paſſed in 
the firſt general council of Nice, in words to 
this purpoſe: © Becauſe there are ſome which 
kneel on the Loxp's day, and in the days of 
Pentecoſt; that is, between Eaſter and Whit- 
Sunday; it is therefore ordained by this holy 
Synod, that when we pay our vows unto the 
Lord in prayer, we obſerve a ſtanding geſ- 
ture, to the end that an uniform and agrees» 
able cuſtom may be maintained and ſecured 
throughout all churches *,” | 
By this Canon, proviſion was made againſt 
kneeling, nat as if it were an inconvenient 
and unbecoming geſture to be uſed at all in 
the worſhip of Gop, but only as being an ir- 
regular and unfit poſture, to be uſed at ſuch 
particular times and occaſions as is there ſpe - 


* Can. 20. About the year 325. 


cified, 
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cified, i. e. on the Loxp's days and the feaſt 


of Pentecoſt, For any Chriſtian to kneel at 


theſe times, was to act contrary to the gene- 


ral cuſtom of the Church. This council, you 


are to obſerve, did not introduce and eſtabliſh 
any new thing in the Church. They only 
endeavoured, by their united authority, to Keep 


in credit and uſe, an ancient cuſtom which 
they ſaw ſome Chriſtians begin to neglect, 


and from that clauſe in the Canon, © Becauſe 
there are ſome which kneel on the Lorp's 
day, and in the days of Pentecoſt, &c.”. we 
may very reaſonably infer that kneeling was 
the poſture that was generally uſed at other 
times, in their religious aſſemblies. For if 
ſtanding had been generally obſerved by all 

Churches, in time of Divine Service, at all 
other times as well as thoſe mentioned in the 
decree, what occaſion or neceſſity had there 
been for ſuch an injunction, by which all 
Chriſtians were obliged to do that which they 
conſtantly and univerſally did before? 

There is a paſſage in the author of the 
queſtions and anſwers in Juſtin Martyr, which 
will put this matter out of doubt, and give us 
the reaſon why they altered their poſture on 
the Loxp's Day. It is, (ſays he) that by 
s | | this 
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this means we may be put in mind both of 
our fall by ſin, and our reſurrection and reſti- 
tution by the grace of ChRIST: that for ſix 


days we pray on our knees, is © in token of 


our fall by ſin; but that- we do not bow the 
knee on the Lory's day, doth ſymbolically 


repreſent our reſurrection, &c * This, he 
tells us, was a cuſtom derived from the times 
of the Apoſtles, for which he cites Irenæus i in 


his book concerning Eaſter. 
T hat it was very ancient appears from Ter- 
tullian, who lived in the ſame age with Ire- 


næus, ann. dom. 198 and ſpeaks of it as if it 
had been eſtabliſhed by apoſtolic authority, or 
at leaſt by long and primitive cuſtom had ob- 


tained the force of a law. His words are, 
« We eſteem it a great wickedneſs, either to 
faſt or kneel on the Lord's day .“ Die Do- 
minico, jejunium nefas ducimus, vel de geniculis 


adorare. This intimates, at the ſame time to 
us, that faſting and kneeling in their public 
worſhip, were both lawful and cuſtomary at 


other times. 


I think the teſtimony of e Father, 


who | lived ann. dom. 390—ſometime after 


* Reſponſ. ad Queſt, 115. p- 468, 
1 Tertull, de Cor. Mil. c. 3. p. 206. Col. Agrip. Edit, 1617, 
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the firſt general Nicene council, is ſufficient 
to clear this matter to your perfect ſatisfac- 
tion. It is that of Epiphanius; in his expo- 
ſition of the Catholic faith, he certifies, 
« That the weekly ſtated faſts of Wedneſday 
and Friday were carefully kept by the Ca- 
tholic Church the whole of the year, excepting 
the fifry days of Pentecoſt, on which they do 
not kneel, nor is there any © faſt appointed®,” 
The reaſon of which cuſtom was, as both St. 
Jerom and St. Auguſtine aſſure us, becauſe 
all that time, between Eaſter and Whit- Sunday, 
was a time of joy and triumph f” over 
death and the grave. © Therefore on theſe 
days we neither faſt nor bend our knees, nor 
incline and bow down our bodies, but with 
our Loxp are lifted up to heaven.” We 
pray ſtanding all that ſeaſon, © which 1s a 
ſign of the reſurrection.” That is, by that 
poſture, they expreſſed their belief of that ar- 
ticle of faith. | 

From theſe inſtances we may conclude, that 
as the Chriſtians of thoſe firſt ages did ar 
other times certainly faſt, fo they did cer- 


* Epiphan. Expoſit. Fid. Cathol. p. 1105. Edit. Paris. 
+ Hieronym. Prolog, Comment. in Epheſ. Epiſt,—Et St. Auguſt, 
Epiſt, 119. ad Jan, c. 15. 


tainly 
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tainly kneel at their prayers in their public 
aſſemblies at Church. 

Another thing I would wiſh you to obſerve, 
in going along with me on the ſubject in quef- 
tion 1s this, that the primitive Chriſtians were 


wont to receive the Holy Sacrament every 


day, or as often as they aſſembled to celebrate 
divine ſervice. This cuſtom was introduced 


and practiſed by the Apoſtles, as many very 


learned men, on ſcriptural authority“ aſſert, 
and continued in the Church, till the days of 


St. Auſtin, who lived in the beginning of the 


fifth century, and ſeems clearly to intimate to 


us in his writings}, that it was cuſtomary in 


his days, as St. Ambroſe and St. Hierom 
had ſaid before him of the Churches of Milan 
and Rome, in their times J. 

From St. Cyprian we are fully aſſured that 
it was fo in his days, about the year 250. In 
his explication of that petition in the Lord's 
Prayer, © Give us this day our daily bread,” 
he tells us, That they received the Euchariſt, 


* AQs ii. 42, 46. and xx. 7. 1 Cor. x. 16.—-Baſil. - St. Ame 
broſe, St. Hierom, &c. 

+ St. Auguft. Epiſt. 118. ad Januar. c. 2. 

T Vid. Dr, Cave's Primit. Chriſt, et St. Amb. Cap. ult. Lib. V. 
c. 4. de Sacrament. p. 449. Paris.—St, Hiezom adverſus Jvvin. 
p. 37. Paris. Idem in Epiſt. ad Luein. Bæticum, p. 71. 
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every day, as the food that nouriſhed them tg 
ſalvation *,” _ 1 
St. Baſil, Biſhop of Cæſaria, who lived about 
370 years after CHRIST, informs us, that in 
his Church they communicated, © four times a 
werk; on the Loxp's day, Wedneſday, Friday, 
and Saturday.” Two of theſe were ſtation 
days, or ſet days of faſting, which were punc- 
tually obſerved by the generality of Chriſti- 
ans in thoſe times. This I patticularly men- 
tion; becauſe, in all probability, ſince they re- 
ceived the ſacrament on theſe days, they did 
not alter the poſture of the day, but received 
| kneeling. For if kneeling was accounted by 
the Church an improper poſture for days of 
Joy and feſtivity, ſuch as the Loxzp's day; and 
thoſe of Pentecoſt, then, by a parity of rea- 
| ſoning, we may conclude that ſtanding, which 
| was the feſtival poſture, was not uſed on faſt- 
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| ing and humiliation days, and that they who 
ſtood on faſting days were as irregular as they 
who kneeled on a feſtival. 
That it was ſo, Tertullian gives us every 
reaſon to think from a paſſage in his writ- 


— — — — ͤ ͤ ͤ 0 — — — 


5 * St. Cyprian de Orat, Dom. Pe» 147. Oxon Edit, 1682.— Can. 9. 
| | ; Apoſt, et Antiochene Concil, Can, 2. | 
| + Baſil Epiſt. 2 89. ad Czſariamy &c« 
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ings, © We judge it, (ſays he) an unlawſul and 
impious thing either to faſt or kneel at our 
devotions on the Lorp's day. We rejoice in 
the ſame freedom and immunity from Eaſter 
to Whit-Sunday *. From this I very reaſon- 
ably infer, that at all other times, when they 
met together at Church, eſpecially on faſt 
days, they ufed kneeling, and that at the 
Loxp's Supper, which was adminiſtered daily 
in the African Church, in which Tertullian 
was a Preſbyterf. Why elſe did they thus 
rejoice at being exempted from kneeling and 
faſting on the Loxpꝰs day, and from Eafter to 
Whir-Sunday * ? 

The laſt thing I would obſerve at 8 
on this matter is, that the primitive Chriſ- 
tians received the Holy Communion praying. 
The whole ſervice was performed with prayer 
and praiſe. It was begun with a general 
prayer, and the whole congregation Jointly 
prayed, © For the univerſal peace and wel- 
fare of the Church, for the tranquillity and 
quiet of the world, for the proſperity of the 
age, for healthy weather and fruitful ſeaſons, 
for Kings, and Emperors, and all in autho- 
* Tertull. de Orat. I. 3. p. 206, Edit. ut ſupta. 


4. St. Cyprian, ut ſupra, 


rity, 
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rity, &c *. The elements were ſanctified by 
a ſolemn benediction, the form of which is in 
St. Ambroſe ; and the whole action was 
concluded with prayer and thankſgiving. But 
that which more particularly affects the ſub- 
jet I am writing on is, that the Biſhop or 
Preſbyter, as the one or other adminiſtered 
it, always uſed a prayer at the delivery of 
the elements to every, communicant, as we 
do, to which every dne at their receiving ſaid 
Amen. 

The apoſtolic cena confeſſed by all 
learned men to be very ancient, though not 
ſo much ſo, nor ſo little corrupted in ſome 
things as is generally thought, give us this 
account, in theſe ſimple plain words. © Let 
the Biſhop give the ſacrifice or ſacrament, | 
faying, The Body of CnrisT; and let him 
that receives ſay, Amen! Then let the Deacon 
take the cup, and on delivering it ſay, The 
Blood of ChRIST, The Cup of Life, and let 
him who drinketh, ſay Amen 9 

* Tertull. Apol. c. 39 p- 47.—St. Aug. Epiſt. 118 8 
Apoſt. I. 2. c. 57. p. 881.—8t. Chryf. Hom. 1. in 2. cap. Epiſt. 


1 ad Tim- 
+ De Sacr. Lib. IV. c. 5. p. 439-—Dr. Cave s Prim. Chriſt. 


E. 11. p. 347. 
1 Mr. Dailliẽ ſets them down at the os of the fifth century. 


& Conſt, Apoſt. Lib. VIII. c. 13 p · 483. 
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That theſe conſtitutions give a true account 
in what they inform us with reſpect to the 
ſacrament, we may reſt fully ſatisfied from 
the concurring evidence of other ancient au- 
thorities, which are 0 us in the fourth 
century. 

Both St. Ambroſe * , and St. Cyril of Je- 
ruſalem f, make expreſs mention of the 
people's ſaying Amen, when the Miniſter ſaid 
« The Body of CHRIST.“ 

St. Auſtin alſo ſpeaks of it as aniverkally 
practiſed by the Church, when the cup was 
delivered ꝓ. And Euſebius tells us in his Ec- 
cleſiaſtic Hiſtory, ma 

Novatus, a Preſbyter of the Church at 
Rome, having renounced. the communion of 
the Church, and the authority of his Biſhop, 
Cornelius, became a Diſſenter. To ſecure 
to himſelf the Proſelytes he had made, he al- 
tered the uſual form of prayer at the ſacrament, 
and in place of it ſubſtituted an impious oath 
to be taken by every communicant at the time 
of their receiving. His Biſhop, Cornelius, 
himſelf tells us ſo—" When he came (ſays he) 


* Ambros, de Sacr. Lib. IV. I. 5. p. 440. Tom. IV. 
＋ St. Cyril, Hiero. Catech. Myſtaz. 5. 
2 St. Auſt. Reſp. ad Oroſi Queſt. 49. Tom. IV. Po 691, Baſi. 1541, 
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to ſacrifices,” i. e. to celebrate the | Tory 8 
Supper, © and to diſtribute to every perſon 
his part, at the delivery of it he conſtrained 


' thoſe perſons who unhappily were his Diſciples 


to take an oath, inſtead of offering up prayers 
and praiſes, according to cuſtom; and inſtead 
of ſaying Amen, he forced every communi- 


cant when he received the bread, to ſay, I 


will never return to Cornelius as long as I 


live “.“ 


From theſe ſeveral inſtances we may ſee 
how near our Church follows the walk of pure 
antiquity in the form of prayer, &c. in admi- 
niſtering this ſacrament! © The Body of our 
Lorp Jezvs CHRIST,“ and © The Blood of 


our Lord Jxsvs CnRISsr, preſerve Thy Body 


and Soul to everlaſting Life, &c.“ The laſt 
clauſe was added, in latter times, by way of 
explanation to that ſhort form uſed by the 
primitive Church, | 


I hope you will pardon this long letter, 


and my deferring till next opportunity, the 


remaining part of the ſubject I am diſcuſſing. 
J am, &c. 


* Epiſt, Cornel. ad Fabian, apud Euſeb. Eecleſ. Hiſt. Lib. VI. 
112 35+ de Novato, 
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N my late letter you have ſeen that ſitting 

was accounted, of old, a very irreverent. 
and improper poſture in time of Divine Ser- 
vice. That the Holy Sacrament was eſteemed 
the moſt ſolemn branch of Chriſtian worſhip : 
that the primitive Church generally uſed 
ſtanding at their public devotions, only on 
the Lorp's days, and all the time between 
Eaſter and Whit-Sunday : at all other times 
kneeling was their worſhipping poſture, and 
they were wont to meet and receive the 
Loxp's Supper every day, and particularly 
on their ſtated weekly feaſts, every Wedneſ- 
day and Friday, That then to ſtand was ac- 
counted as irregular as to kneel on the LoRp's 
day; and laftly, that the Sacrament was de- 
livered and received with a form of prayer, 
and that on thoſe days when they always 
prayed kneeling, = 
8 From 


ern. 

From all theſe things I conclude what 1 
aſſerted when I began my laſt letter, that in 
all probability, the primitive Church did 
knee] at the Holy Communion, as we in the 
Church of England do, at this day. 

But be this as it will, it is moſt certain that 
they received the Loxp's Supper in an ador- 
ing poſture, which is the ſame thing, and will 

Juſtify our Church as being agreeable to thoſe 
of pure antiquity. 88 

This I prove from both the Greek and 
Latin Fathers, I begin with the Greek. 

The teſtimony of St. Cyril is unexception- 
able; and nothing can be more. plain and ex- 
preſs to our purpoſe. This venerable Father, 
in a place I cited in my laſt letter, inſtructs. 
communicants how to behave themſelves 
when they approach the Lord's table, and 
alſo in the act of receiving both the bread 
and the wine, At the receiving the cup he ſays, 
Kunwuy tas Tporw, r ο XUr,TEHOS R CERTMATOS 
Azywy 70 A — © Approach not rudely 
ſtretching forth thy hands, but bowing thy- 
ſelf, and in a poſture of worſhip and adora- 
tion, ſaying Amen?! [” 
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St. Cyril, Hieroſol. Mykag. Waun, 5. verſus nem. Edit. 
Paris. | 
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St. Chryſoſtom ſpeaks to the ſame purpoſe 
in his 24th Homily on Firſt Epiſtle to the 
Corinthians, where he excites the Chriſtians 
of his time, to an awful and reverential de- 
portment, at the Holy Communion, in imita- 
tion of the example given them by the Magi; 
.or wiſe men, who adored our SAVIOUR in 
his infancy. He ſays, This Body the wiſe 
men reyerenced even when it lay in the 
manger; and approaching towards it they 
worſhipped it with fear and trembling. Let 
us therefore, citizens of heaven, imitate at leaſt 
theſe barbarians. But thou ſeeſt this Body, 
not in the manger, but on the altar, not held 
by a woman, but by the prieſt, &c. Let us, 
therefore, ſtir up ourſelves, and be horribly 
afraid, and manifeſt a much greater reverence 
than thoſe barbarians, leſt coming lightly, and 
at a venture, we heap fire on our heads.” 
Alavag cle Toivuy iavrh; A PIK, &c *. 
In another place t, St. Chryſoſtom expreſsly 
deſires the communicants to © Fall. down and 
communicate, avareouvy 1% PETEXE. 
Theodoret, who lived in 440, concurs with 
the teſtimony of thoſe ancient fathers. In a 
224 Hom. Epiſt. ad Corinth. p. 538. Tom. IX. Paris. 
+ St. Chryſoſt. Hom, 3. in Epiſt. ad Epheſ. in Moral. p. 1151. 


N33 - dialogue 


198 rr x. 
dialogue of his compoſition between an or- 
thodox Chriſtian and an heretic, he intro- 
duces Orthodoxus thus diſcourſing concern- 
ing the Loxp's Supper. The myſterious 
ſymbols, or ſigns in the ſacrament, that is, the 
bread and wine, depart not from their proper 
nature, for they abide in their former eſſence, 
and retain their former ſhape and form, and _ 
they prove themſelves both to our fight and 
touch to be what they were before, But they 
are conſidered for ſuch as they are made, by 
conſecration, and are believed and adored as 
thoſe very things which they are believed to 
be- Nerat de drep eyiverw ud TIOTEVETOU, Tal 
theſe words we may remark, that there is a 
poſture of adoration to be uſed in receiving 
the elements of the Lord's Supper. But 
will the Diſſenters preſume to ſay of Theo- 
doret, as of us, that, by this attitude in the 
act of communicating, there is Idolatry, Po- 
pery, and ] do not know what bad things in 
our minds? Poor ignorant, obſtinate Phari- 
ſees ! | DR 
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[ ſhall only add two evidences from the 
Latin Church, but both very eminent Fathers. 


* Dialog, II, Tom. IV, p. 85. Paris Edit; 
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The firſt is St. Ambroſe, Biſhop of Milan. 
In a book he wrote De Spiritu Sano, in 
which he enquires into the meaning of the 
Pſalmiſt, when he exhorts men to exalt the 
LokD, and to worſhip his foot- ſtool; and he 
gives us the ſenſe in theſe words: that it ſeems 
to belong to the myſtery of our Loxd's incar- 
nation ; and after ſhewing his reaſons for ac- 
commodating it to that myſtery, he concludes 
thus: By the foot- ſtool, therefore, is the earth 
to be underſtood, and by the earth the Body 
of CuRIST, which, at this day, we adore in 
the ſacrament, and which the Apoſtles wor- 
ſhipped in the Lon? Jesvs. Lague, per 
Scabellum, Terra intelligitur, per Terram autem 
caro Chriſti, quam hodie quoque in myſterits ado- 
raſtus, et quam Apoſtoli in Domino Feſu adora- 
on: 
St. Auſtin, Biſhop of Hippo, comments on 
the ſame words, and to the ſame purpoſe. For 
thus he reſolves that queſtion; how or in what 
ſenſe the earth, his foot-ſtool, may be worſhip- 
ped without implety ? © Becauſe he took earth 
of the earth; for fleſh is of the earth, and he 
took fleſh of the fleſh of Mary: and becauſe 


* Pſal. xcvili. pf. xcix. 5. in our tranſlation. 1 de Sant. 


Sp. Lib. III. Co 12. 
N 4 8 he 
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he converſed here in the fleſh, and gave us his 
very fleſh to eat for our ſalvation ; now there 
is none who eateth that fleſh but firſt worſhip- 
-peth. We have found then how his foot-ſt6ol 
"may be adored, ſo that we are ſo far from ſin- 
ning by adoring, that we really ſin if we do 
not àdore. Nemo carnem illam nanducat, ſe. 
Prius adoraverit, &c. 
In the judgment, you ſee, of theſe primi- 
tive Biſhops, we may lawfully adore at the 
myſteries, though not the myſteries them- 
ſelves; at the ſacraments, not the ſacraments 
themſelves; the CreaTor''in' the Creature, 
Which is ſanctified, not the Creature in it- 
ſelf; as a late Proteſtant French writer very 
juſtly diſtinguiſhes, on the above words of St. 
Ambroſe *. 
From theſe ew 1 I have Fas you, 

ans always made uſe of an 3 ot in 
the act of receiving the Sacrament, and that | 
therefore the practice of our Church is ſuffici- 
ently juſtified as agreeable to the cuſtoms and 
practice of antiquity; long before the epithet 
of Popiſh was in any language. 


o D ; + 6s. 
* Phil. Mornay du Pleflis, de Mila, Lib. IV, e. 7. Bo 72. 
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But can the Diſſenters ſay as much for ſit- 

ting? They unanimouſly agree that kneeling 
was introduced by the man of ſin—by Anti- 
chriſt—and after tranſubſtantiation ſprung up 
Land in the time of Honorius the Third. 
have proved the latter part of this aſſertion 
* falſe, and now I ſhall prove that the Church 
of Rome never deſired communicants to-kneel 
in the act of receiving, and that ſo far is the 
Pope from kneeling himſelf, that he ſits, as 
the Diſſenters do, at the Loxp's Supper. 

I will appeal for the truth of my aſſertion, 
that neither the Pope nor the Church of Rome 
ever enjoined: kneeling to their votaries, to 

Mr. Prynne, once of Lincoln's Inn, a great 
enemy to kneeling, and, as my author ſays, 
as good a terrier as ever lived. There is 
not one Canon to be found, he ſays, made by 
any General, National, Provincial, Council 
or Synod, from CHRIS T's inſtitution of the 
Lord's Supper, till above 1460 years after 
his aſcenſion: nor any rubric in all the Litur- 
gies, writings of the Fathers, or Miſſals, Bre- 
viaries, Offices, Pontificals, Ceremonials of 

the Church of Rome itſelf, that I could either 

find upon my beſt ſearch, or any other yet 

produce, enjoining communicants to kneel in 
the 


N 


— 


err . 
the act of receiving“. This report of his 
he ſtrengthens with the authority of a clergy- 
man whom he accounts the moſt eminent 
champion for the geſture of kneeling of all 
others. It was Dr. Burgeſs who ſays, © that 
kneeling, in the act of receiving, was never 
any inſtituted ceremony of the Church of 
Rome f.“ For this he cites Bellarmin and 
Durantus, who make no mention of kneeling 
in the act of receiving, though they treat par- 
ticularly of the Maſs, and the ceremonies of 
the Roman Church. Inſtead of this, Duran- 
tus affirms, © that the Sacrament ought to be 
taken ſtanding,” and he proves it too, © and 
fo doth the Pope himſelf receive it ſometimes, 
when he celebrates. And every prieſt, by 
order of the Maſs-book, 1s to partake ſtand- 
ing reverently at the altar, and not kneeling 
there T.“ | oh 
The people which receive not, in the 
Church of Rome, as well as they who do re- 
ceive, are reverently to bow themſelves to the 
Sacrament, not when they receive it, but when 
the Prieſt doth eleviate the Patin or Chalice 


Mr. Prynne's Apol. for Lib. to tender Conſe, printed 1662. 
+ Dr. Burgeſs Anſwer Rejoy. to Dr. Mort. Reply, &c. 
1 Miſſal. Rom. in the Rubric, publiſhed by order of Pius V. 
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for adoration, or when the Hoſt is carried to 
any ſick perſon, or in proceſſion. And this is 
that adoration which was firſt brought in by 
Pope Honorius III. and not any kneeling or 
adoration in the act of receiving, as our Dil- 
ſenters are taught to believe. For theſe are 

the very words of the decree, © That the 
Prieſts ſhould frequently inſtruct their people 
to bow themſelves with reverence at the ele- 
vation of the Hoſt, when Maſs was celebrated, 
and in like manner when the Prieſt carried it 
abroad to the fick—U7 Sacerdotes frequenter do- 
ceant Plebem ſuam, ut cum elevatur Hoſtia Salu- 
taris, quifque ſe reverenter inclinet, idem faciens 
quum cam deferat Preſpyter ad infirmum * .” Dr. 
Burgeſs therefore, aware of theſe circum- 
| ſtances, at laſl reſolves thus upon the queſtion : 
c That kneeling, in the act of receiving, was 
never any inſtituted ceremony of the Church 
of Rome, nor ever uſed, when it was uſed by 
them, for adoration to the Sacrament, as is 
falſely believed and talked of by many.” 
And, with him, a learned Papiſt agrees, who 
in a book purpoſely wrote for the adoration of 
the Sacrament ſays, © It is not very material 
in what geſture it is performed, whether fit- 


* Decret. Greg. L, 3» tit. 41. Ce IQ, 
| ting, 
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| ting, ſtanding, lying or kneeling ;” and at the 


ſame time informs us, that, © kneeling had 


not been practiſed in the Church of Lyons in 


15553“ and when ſome people exerted them... 
ſelves to introduce it into that city, a ſtop was 


put to it by Royal authority“. 


Add to theſe particulars, what a very great 


man of our Church aſſures us of what travel - 


lers confirm for truth, and what no Diſſenter 


of intelligence will preſume to deny. The 


Pope himſelf receives the Sacrament ſiting,” 


as the Diſſenters do; and, not as they ſay, 


kneeling, in the manner we do, and for which 
they ſo ignorantly and ſo baſely traduce us. 
« For, although kneeling, at the elevation of 
the Hoſt, be ſtrictly required by the Roman 
Church, yet in the act of receiving it is not. 
This manifeſtly appears by the Pope's manner 


of receiving, which is not kneeling, but either 
fitting, as it was in Bonaventure's time, or af- 
ter the faſhion of ſitting, or a little leaning 


upon his throne, as he does, at this day f. 


We have ſeen before, that he ſtands when he 


perſonally celebrates Maſs, but generally and 


ordinarily the Pope en ſits at the e Holy 


+ Eſpendzeus de Ador. Euch. Lib. II. c. 16. 
+ Archbp. Tilbtſon— Vid. Unreaſonableneſs of Separatlon; p. 15* 
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communion. What Diſſenter can deny this? 
And now, pray what a fine paſs are the railers 
againſt the Church of England brought at laſt 
to! They have long bawled out in their pul- 
pits, and from the preſs, againſt our kneeling 
at the Sacrament, as a geſture introduced by 
Antichriſt, a Popiſh ceremony, an act of Ido- 
latry, and yet when the matter comes to be 
examined, there is not a ſingle proof of this 
being the caſe, but on the contrary, the very 
two poſtures which our Diſſenters plead ſo 
outrageouſly for, and the very one which they 
always uſe, are the very ſame poſtures which 
The Man of Sin uſes, at this moment, in the 
act of receiying the Holy Sacrament *. And, 8 
if we believe a learned Doctor in the Church 
of Rome, the Pope uſes ſitting for the ſame 
reaſon which our Diſſenters give us, i. e. © be- 
cauſe the Apoſtles ſat, at the firſt inſtitution 
and celebration of the Sacrament.” Si quæra- 
tur quare Dominus Papa ſedendo communicat, po- 
zeſt dici, quod hoc fit in recordationem, quod Bea- 
tus Petrus et alii Apoſtoli ſedendo Corpus Domini 
in Cena ultima acceperunt. © If any perſen in- 
quire why the Pope receives ſitting, it may be 
replied, he uſeth that geſture in remembrance 

* Vid. Dr. Falkner, Lib. Eccles. p. 484, 485. 
: oo of 
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of St. Peter and the other Apoſtles who re- 
ceived the Body of our Loxo, at the laſt 
Supper, fitting *. 

Another account of the poſture of ſitting we 
have from a decree made againſt it by A Ge- 
neral Synod of the Reformed Churches in Po- 
land, &c. Ann. Dom. 1578. © Foraſmuch 
as ſitting was introduced by the Arians, con- 


trary to the cuſtom uſed by all the Evangelical 


Churches in Europe, we reject it, as peculiar 
to them who, as they irreverently treat 
CRRIsr, ſo alſo his ſacred appointments, and 
as a ceremony 25 comely and devout, and to ma- 
ay very offenſive f. | 

I hope you are now convinced that kneeling 
in the act of receiving, is not what the * 
ters call it that, in obſerving this geſture, you 
tranſgreſs no law of God: you do not act con- 
trary to our SAviouR's example: you do no- 
thing but what becomes every good ſubject 
and every good Chriſtian to do; nothing but 
what is very ſuitable to the nature of the 


Lonp's Supper, and very agreeable to the 


practice of the univerſal Church in the firſt 
and pureſt ages. I am quite fetigved with 


Alex. Hilet Track. de Miſſa. par. 2. queſt. 10. par. 4 | 
7 Synod. Petricov. Conclus. 4. 
writing 2 
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vyriting; but, before I lay down my pen, al- 
low me to obſerve how ridiculous the conduct 
of our Diſſenters has been in all they have 
wrote or ſaid on this ſubject. To- day, they 
fly to the command of CHRISr, for refuge in 
argument; to-morrow, they plead from his 
example: when beat out of that, then they 
run to a metaphyſical battery of natural 
rights—liberty of conſcience—civil cuſtoms, 
and the nature of the thing—and back again 
to the example argument.— I have now ſeated 
them with his holineſs the Pope; and there I 
leave them to conclude, for your further in- 
ſtruction, with the famous Non-conformiſt, 
Baxter's Sentiments on the Tubje& of my 
Letter. | a | | 

« For kneeling (ſays he) J never yet heard 
any thing to prove it unlawful. If there be 
any thing, it muſt be either ſome Word of 
Gov, or the nature of the ordinance which is 
_ ſuppoſed to be contradicted. But, firſt, there 
is no Word of Gop for any geſture nor againſt 
any. Cnx1sT's example can never be proved 
to oblige us more in this than in many other 
circumſtances that are confeſſed not obliga- 
tory. As, that he delivered but to miniſters, 
and but to a family of twelye—and after ſup- 
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per —and on a Thurſday-night—and in an 


upper room, &c. and his geſture was not 
ſuch a fitting as ours. And, ſecond, for the 
nature of the ordinance, it is mixed: and if it 
be lawful to take a pardon from the King upon 


our knees, I know not what can make it un- 


lawful to take a ſealed: pardon from CHRIST, 
by his Ambaſſador upon our knees. * ”? 

If I find you approve of the ten letters 1 
have ſent you, it will pleaſe me much that I 
have devoted any of my leiſure hours to ſuch 
a good purpaſe, as to oive you ſatisfaction; 
or, in any thing I can ſerve you, to gain the 
honour of your approbation. I remain, very 
ſincerely, | 
| My dear Sir, 

Your's, &c. 


* 


* Mr, Baxter's Chriſtian Directory — par. 2. p. 111. queſt, 3, 


| | fe, 40. 
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